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SYNOPSIS: 

~ . j. -77 »r,nnnpd in preparation of summon/ 

IWntjv-one offices «**" «»»» ^aur/securJty Index cases, 
renorts m non-£sy j*acy±jruy „ui~u ^vniect is suspended* ine 

Exclusive of New York Office in »£*f r *"&ao/ 2I,2« scheduled, 
Si o//ices have submitted 6,539 sucft repor ^ , .^ ^ ^ 

end oil indicate deadline °f J J-± 5 T of the reports, only four have 
% W elve have submitted less than 75 ^of "™J elhia) San B ugo and 

j-j-54^ approximately 65%. 



ACTIONS 



J.T, +> *% + rt 4- • fto 







this project upon tne receipt wj 

j?vr>nWKKDATIONS : 

-"» " -"" ■ ,.^_ e + n + pn offices* Chicago, 

\(i) Attached /»- «Pn W ieS r ^*! W««^^ St.'lo.ia, 
j*troit, Los Angers, ^""'^^f^ iterating necessity 0/ 
Son JJiepo, San "ran^cc °" a g|£ & *h<« project ond containing 
meting deadline "{/"^/^J^t to tne progress 0/ toe program 
appropriate comments iflitn respect «u ^ 

in tn»- particular office-:. 

W ^°^n ^i^e^delln'uent^atus* isle C«K«« 
fl//tce advising tftem tfto t *J«*^ 1 * fc 9 resum ption 0/ captioned 

in the Chicopoj 



Philadelphia 



Diego 



each of 
offices, 



Attachment 
Bufile 



which is attached with an outgoing 

RECORMOWJ 



Taenia /C yu,iu-».»w A — n 

letters of January 6, 1954. 

letter 
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DETAILS: 
\ rach office is required to submit a quarterly status 

letter in connection with captioned project, reflecting in* progress 
Hie in suZTssion of these reports. These letters mcluae statistics 
Tnlll Sec™ ity indei subjects who (1) are not employe* m Key 
Unities or (2) are not Key Figures. Summary reports on Key 
r nciAtl employees were to be submitted at the time that the regularly 
'■ ^X/duled six-Znth reports were due in each case. Summaries on 

ley figures ar feeing defe-red until after summaries are prepare 
on ail otner Security Index subjects. 



As you know, a moratorium mas declared on the pro ject 
■ until January 1, 1953, bv SAC Letter Number 85 (h) dated September 3, 

i M2 Vooermit reduction of the backlog and delinquency m security 

lltk' ThU \ moratorium was partially lifted by SAC Letter Number 10t> (A) 
I lated Oct Her "V, 1952, wnilh instructed th ose offices having personnel 

\ available to the project to reinstitute it immediately. By SAC 

letter ^mler 53^8 dated July 14, 1953, the project was remstituted 
I in oil JjT/tcM except New York, to be completed by July 1954. 

1 ■ m memorandum of November 5, 1953, in reporting the status 

\„f this oroiect as of October 1, 1953, noted that the summary reports 
\n£d been completed in twenty-five offices. Fifteen offices had 
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, j. j t „« +h„n 7S<' of tfte reports and the remaining eleven 
ffi%l£il^U?Ll~T£?an4 99% of the reports. 

is noted previously, the New York Office/\ a xemptec I from 

• Jo insure, proper planning by the /ield to meet 

the project deadline of July 14, 1954, as set in SAC Letter 
\% ARfn) dated July 14. 1953, a letter was airected to the 
fifteen if ftes unde^r the' 75$ figure, above, on *•«**« J*^' 
{%& Those offices were inszructea to fully analyze tae status 
ifile protctind inform the Bureau in the status letters due 
1.1-54 of "(1) their production in the last quarter of 1953 

fs) their schedule for completing the project and (3) any other 
>aitors bearing upon completion of the program by the appointed 

•time, 7-14-54. 

A letter was also transmitted on the same date, 22-27-53, 

■ho those eleven offices in the area 75-99$ as of 10-1-53, as 

noted prelicZly"; "instructing the. to submit the required statue 

letters prouhp'bly after 1-1-54. 

Replies to the foregoing 'have now been received 
reflecting^ only 21 offices ^cl^ngJ^Tor^ have not 

of the 21, Los Angeles, Philadelphia, San Diego and aoctlo 
hLe submitted less than f0-( of the reports scheaulec under 
+le initial Dhase of this project. AH of the 21 offices have 
Indicated tnot tL project will be completed by the deadline date 
V? 14-54 Some of the offices exoect to finish the reports ™ch 
Woner/as Zicated in Ue tabulation attached to this memorandum. 

Set out hereinafter is a brief resume of the status 
of the nroaramin each of the larger offices together with analysis 
% some* of the problems presented and resolved in order to meet 
the stated deadline of 7-14-54. 

poston 

The Boston Office has completed 291 of 353 scheduled 
reports, approximately 82%. The estimated date of completion has 
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set by that office at 3-31-54. 
' Chicago 

The Chicago Office has submitted 801 of 1,242 scheduled - 
reports, approximately 64%. To meet the Bureau deadline of 
July 14, 1954, Chicago is assigning additional personnel to meet 
a production rate of 84 summary reports per month. By letter of 
January 6, 1954, attached with outgoing letter to that office, 
Chicago has oointed out that in view of their decrease m Agent 
personnel such reassignment of Agents to prepare summary reports 
will result in an over-all increase in delinquency. The Cnicago 
administrative report for December 1953 noted that Chicago carried 
245 delinquent items of a total of 967 pending active cases in 
classifications 65, 100 and 105, aoproximately 25% In investi- 
gations other than the above security classifications, however, 
the Chicaao Office listed only 310 delinquent items of a total 

Iof 2,223 pending active matters or approximately 14%. Chicago letter 
of 1-6-54 contains the reouest that the Bureau consider the assign- 
ment of additional Aaents to the Chicago Office in order that 
I the summary report aeaaline may be met while at tne same time 
[maintaining security investigative work in a current status. 

Detroit 

The Detroit Office has submitted 726 of 969 summary 
reports scheduled, approximately 75%. Based on their past 
accomplishments, the Detroit Office should experience no 
difficulty in meeting tie deadline. 

Los Angeles 

The Los Angeles Office has submitted 586 out of 2,318 
summary reoorts scheduled, approximately 25?*. By letter of 
January 5/ 1954, attached with outgoing letter to that office, 
the Los Angeles Office has stated "It has become apparent that 
in order to meet the deadline which the Bureau has established 
drastic action must be tzken, and I have therefore personally 
discussed the prooram with all agents assigned to the headquarters 
city regardless of sauad assignment and have explained that each 
agent, other than those already assigned to Communist investigations, 
will be expected to preoare one summary report each month from 
January to June 1954. I have arranged for adequate basic training 
to be afforded agents thus participating in the program, and I 
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shall insist that the quality of the reports prepared continue 
to meet the Bureau '3 high standards*" The letter concludes 
by stating that by utiliti2ing the agents not engaged in security 
work as well as those who are assigned' to such work, a total 
production of 290 summary reports per month is anticipated, 
resulting in the successful completion of the program, at the 
appointed time* \ 

Newark 

Newark has completed 295 of 565. reports scheduled, 
approximately 52 c fo* Newark letter of January 6, 1954, states 
that the remaining reports to be prepared ha,ve been assi gned 
on an equitable and scheduled basis and are being followed 
closely by supervisory personnel to insure that the project 
will be completed by the deadline date* 

Hew Haven 

New Eaven has completed 269 of 431 reports scheduled, 
approximately 67%* Based on their pact accomplishments the 
New Haven Office should have no difficulty in completing the 
program by the deadline date* 

Philadelphia 

Philadelphia has completed 350 of 833 reports sche-duled, 
approximately 42y* By lei ie^ of January 6, 1954, attached with 
outgoing letter to that office, Philadelphia has advised it plans 
,to utilise 21 Agent3 full time on summary reports beginning about 
January 23, 1954. The letter concludes by stating "it will not 
be possible, with the present manpower complement and over-all 
work load, to effect any very substantial reduction in the 
security delinquency until after the initial phase of the Summary 
Report Program is completed* Until then, also, it will not be 
possible to re-open security cases for the preparation of annual 
supplemental summary reports according to the desired schedule." 
With regard to delinquency in the Philadelphia Office, the 
administrative report for the month of December 1953 reflects 
that Philadelphia carried a 38)* delinquency in security classifications 
65, 100 and 105, as compared with a 10% delinquency in classifi- 
cations other than the above* The figure of 38% represents 
the lowest delinquency in the past six-months period in which the 
figure had been steadily reduced from 72% in July 1953* 
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pan Francisco . 

« -„•«„,-» nffirp has completed 1,379 of 

^stck: sjsr..s; cyst's « «•«■« •— 



San Jie.qro 




{Seattle 

The Seattle 0//ioe ,as S «5"*«'« Sf.^^'^S.r SI, 
reports «^d«led, approx»«a*.2y 38^ W ^ ^ ^^ been 

1953. Seattle stated. ro me en ""* . ?7 v. exclusively on 

relied ./ aZi ^"^f ™^ ™. "K KU •!—-*» «" 
aunnory reports. Jn aaai-ct«» Neurit!/ Souod wno are not 

assigned to all other agents on ^ r / e ^^^ s ^ 0Dleu . A guota 
•xoJOT <MlV assignea *° SP*? 1 ^/^ ^t /or tne office in order 
of sixty ?™ r "\ p J r 7 %%l £y oe met! Uonthly account of the 
tlt^uoiTtfeTli/l Ve^Te in" order to oe atle to asses, the 
progress of the project." 
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New York 

As noted previously, captioned program is under suspension 
in the New York Office in consideration of the delinquent status 
of security work on an ouer-all basis* By memorandum from Mr. Clegg 
to Mr. Tolson dated December 12, 1953, captioned "Agent Personnel 
Needs on Intelligence Work, New York Office," it was stated that 
New York could use an additional 65 Agents for one year to bring 
the summary report program into current status. It wa3 not 
recommended that such additional Agents be allocated to the 
summary report program, nowever, since they' could mpre profitably 
be used in other phases of security work considered to be more 
'pressing at this time. It. does not appear feasible to attempt to 
reinstitute captioned program in the New York Office until the ouer- 
all security delinquency is brought to a current status, m this 
connection the progress of the New York Office in reducing such 
delinquency is being followed closely at the Bureau. As a matter 
of interest it may be noted that since January 1, 1953, when the 

I over-all security delinquency was 76%, the New York Office has 
reported a 3teady reduction in both pending active and delinquent 
matters in the security classifications 55, 100 and 105 and as of 
December 31, 1953, the figure stood at 43%, based on 2,187 delinquent 
cases of a total of 5,115 pending active matters. Tt\e over-all 
delinquency in all classif icat ions in New York as of December 31, 10 
was computed at approximately 33% of a total of 8,767 penaing active 
matters. In cases other than 65, 100 and 105, New York reported 681 
of 3,652 pending active matters as delinquent, or only 19%. 

As noted Dreviously, with the reduction of security 
delinquency to a current status, appropriate steps will be taken 
to consider the reinstitution of this program in the New York 
Office at the earliest posiitle opportunity. By letter dated 
January 13, 1954, the New lork Office advised that based on 
a recent survey they presently have scheduled for prevaration 
in the initial phase of tnis project, a total of 5,158 reports. 
Of those scheduled, report* have been submitted in 1,769 cases, 
approximately 34%. The numOer scheduled by the New York Office 
is subject to constant change in that with additions of names 
to the Security Index tnose particular cases automatically become 
part of the backlog on their summary report schedule. Summary 
reports are submitted, however , in many instances including 
specific requests from the Bureau and in those cases in which 
origin is trcnsferrea to another division. The New York Office 
is being requested to conduct a thorough analysis of their 
summary report project to assist in the consideration of re- 
sumption of the program in that office when circumstances permit. 
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General 



under the 

content of ^S^urity h ^ 

lB siazas lev^s ^io^s lobulation of the over-all 




ry reports 
scope of 



s/;Kir B n^^^ 



immediately preceding the re institution of 
as noted previously* 

Number of Summary Reports 
Scheduled in Non-Key 
facility and Non-Key Figure 

Cases 

.. (Including figures of New York Office) 



;he program on 7-14-53, 



7-1-53 

10-1-53 

1-1-54 



15,495 
16, 028 
18,627 



Number 

of 

Summaries 

Submitted 



6,697 

7,724 

.10,498 



(Exclusive of New Torlc figures) 



7-1-53 

10-1-53 

1-1-54 



12,659 
13,102 
13,469 



6,517 
7,544 
8,741 



Percentage 
Completed 



43% 
48% 
56% 



d 



52°, 

58% 

65% 
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* STATUS OF SECURITY IliDEX 
SUL2SARY REPORT PROJECT 
AS OF JANUARY I, 1954 

Security Index Cases on Other Than ley 
Facility and Key Figure Subjects 



Albany 

Anchorage 

Baltimore 

Boston 

Buffal o 

Chicago 

Cincinnati 

Detroit 

Indianapolis 

ZIr> v of nn 

1,03 A i i C 6 1 6 5 

Newark 

New .Haven 

Philadelphia 

Pittsburgh 

St» Louis 

San Diego 

Ian Francisco 

Ian Juan 

Seattle 

Washington Field 

Total 



Number 

Schedule d 

152 

27 

240 

353 

165 

1,242 

170 

969 

181 

47 

.-» OIO 

565 
431 

838 

181 

134 

99 

1,986 
362 
549 

232 

11,241 



. Number 
Submitted 

as of 
1-1-54 

137 

25 
214 
291 
161 
801 
144 
726 
124 

34 

CO/? 

295. 
289 

350 
177 

72 

43 

1,279 

320 

206 

165 

6,539 



To Be 
Prepared 

15 
2 

26 

62 

4 

441 

26 
243 

57 

13 

1,732 

270 

142 

488 

4 

62 

56 
607 

42 
343 

67 

4,702 



Date of 

Completion 

3/31/54 

2/1/54 

3/31/54 

3/31/54 

4/15/54 

7/14/54 

5/1/54 

7/14/54 

7/14/54 

7/14/54 

17/74/54 

7/14/54 
7/14/54 

7/14/34 
1/15/54 
7/14/54 

7/14/54 
7/14/54 
7/14/54 
7/14/54 
7/14/54 



Percentac 
Completed 
1-1-54 

oof, 

93% 
89% 
82% 
98% 
64% 
85% 
75% 
68% 
72 ,0 

n czcf 



6 7 yo 



7H 



* In the 21 offices which have not completed the program, exclusive 
of New York in which office the project is suspended. 
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SUBJECT: ^-.G-Vllll LBv-'-CTS ^-..'■Liui.-^ 



^^•' '" /r "' ; >^d^L~ V " ~ -fLe^r^ 3*. 

1953, the C Lirector note* t^ti~li^ identifying Indi vldu *;^ 
are still alloyed In fr.e Federal .overmen. -> .-io are .__-_, 



z- (?) v.pon wiiDn t^ere is t-y s-Ow 



In our L^Airity :na- or v^ -^- — — ^V._T „^ t o ti.- -ior., 
nroof of sutveraive connection saoulc^b.- *-. m - 

General anci ^x:e ^cs^r; .Vcworr.^' '.-cr^r — • 

* -, i .u ,..;-„. 7 *v« r - ^- ■-■»■* n ^ L- overmen'. £ - r.- r ' OJ e -_ i: '"■-' /• re 

A list ictiuu/^. ■ --• w At^'-rr-- ucaerai 

ca ~<e^ in our Security Indsxws furnlsnec .o ^ - *-- --- ^ 

"V?S; i-^- Attorn General under aa- ol ;^ar ■ . ,^ ,^._ 
i^loyee. purity Section hac ^njc-^t^ ? MyV'those 
with the cecor.a portion ox ^iie ^ix .c . ~ ^ ^A-cc- •> ■: rubversiv 



i-4 «^(» • 



-ernir.r wricrirn' re i.a sujcv ( .. . . «-• , • ^.^.^_ r- 

'.., , rc „ ^-..r." *r* not can-iel » r. ooreau i -^ * -^ -- 



oor.ncc 

tdJhL;/::^;^:^: ^n,- i;;i .-^c^ f their f .- ^ A l"f: c< :\' 

by trie ^.-i- -*wic„ ^ i_s- - pe ,,j« rr as in a coasiuc 

reflect doverment errployirient . ^-^, i ^, n ^^; \{ lv , , no recent 1 

nunber o A t:.». c^.i-o:.- r -- v _ c '..' : '.* , ...-••• '- . : , .._,...;, ^, - 

nation rer^ardin^ their e^^.c;- 
tae Civil -ervicrj l.i.':'-> -—■ 



i. c- I- — • 



xc 



<- '•v 1 



or 



i- » 



— o*->n~»'3 tv 



o.a. i'-r* -•» 
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ana ice^oifyinr dP.ta o." ^n inaivicuc^^o^ ^or^n^^^ _ ^ 
? o de r al o * errir 10 nt • 
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•^ 



'1'hat a re-Te^en-cUivc of -t»ve -Lia.l:: n ^ f --cr. 



A."'. 



t^>^- 



attacheci ca:d:) t;? the Jivil £?-rvic 



l:,n *jr: . r^--Ve.:: the 
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^drn^a- ?->^slhlc r.n-*. the C-.-j^sio 



■-•".r-ulci :-e ^. 



r.;;..^-.-*^/;- 1 ■th:'.-5 



o o s :" I V 1 1"-' da t r- • 



tit ii mill 



■»-•»■ »»J ..(«■»» 'Jpl- «••-■.»-■* '"" 
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2he i.apIoyee2 security Section. Is coat inn ins to revia' 
f riles in connection with this riatter and it is com ■■smpiatec 

*'-" - additional r.ar.es will be submitted to In V. --• 
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Office Memo, mdwn • united states -government 

m ^ date: January 15, 

101 ■ / 2954 



noM t 



•dbjbct: UAHUAL REVISION 

SECT I Oil 3?C - i'a/iual o/ J-istractio^^ 

-f^EWRITT IXDEX - GEOGRAPHICAL SECTION 
Bufile 



Manual of Instructions 
ACTIOS: 



There are aitacwa /xerero r/.* r«.;uir«rt c^r.nrr^s^ 
'■*» £*e**or. S?C of the Manual of Instructions xhich should 
be Incorporated into the Manual by the Training ana 
^'Inspection Division* 

.'r jt i S requested that 30 cooies of the changed 
-'.pages be furnished to the Internal Security Section 
for use of the Sec rity Index Supervisors. 



i 
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January 25, 1D54 



PROPOaSD CZA3CE3 IN 
.UAMVAZ Or IHST&aCTIGSS 



fag* COb - (6) (b) 

I* Zee graphical ruction 



After receipt of the tvo 5 r 9 reenrttp 
Index cards from the Bureau and aj^ter the 
neceeocry Lata hz^e teen a: zed to one of 
the car w, ;*,- ah^ll la Jailed in the 
geographical section of t^e ir.aex 9 
(Except special^ section Jzr.i unavailable 
eection car-s.~7 ^ee xxi *-r.j ir lelow.) 
'id** a^KiJm^r. s'.zll ":■■? broken da\<n 
geographically cy residence actress in 
accordance uith the nee^e of each office* 
Tor e.rav.ple, -hare such brtakzoun ie * 
lor.i.c^^j ;; .,:.,:.;.: :_j broken doim by state, 

eo i-iirrar.tp i;.$o boronphe or suburbs ar.d 
precipe io m '- J '?^? y "i]Z ±?_Jr.3tnr.cox ir.jslvina 
rwt ir.e cfinn- ua .-;.. rc'i :■ cr.ee 




be filed alptebillcullx a^^er each 
Ctozrcphij:^ break no u.n* 
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Office Memorandum 



. UNITED STATES ' GOVERNMENT 

DATS: jan, 22, 1954 



i 



TO » 



I&OM 



fUBjEcr: ^ECURITT-J^ 1 -^- 



f 

..L 



During the past week, 81 new cards were 
added to the Security ^e, and Zlcaras were 
cancelled, a net increase of 60 cards. 

The Security index count as of 
today is 24,233. 

ACTION: 

None. This is for your information 



iwru 



ETAJIOARO rO*M NO. CA 
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##/* • UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



DATE: 1-15-54 



Fi'OM 



SUBJECT 



PriOT;/ OF SECURITY INDEX FILES 



Pursuant to your instructions I have reviewed _ 
consecutive Security Index files-. Attacked heruto is c 1 
showing the case title and file number of the files, 

is my opinion that each of the files reflects cdecuct 

l\ justified ti on for our action in placing the subject on th 

|| Security Index, 

There were, however s 3 cases in which the lates 
\ investi r, '.tive report was dated in ISC?, end it ::a.2d appc. 
\ dec ir-I^.l r that the field be instvi'^te^ tr cub 1 ':.':''' reroute 
\ these cc - -c^^c^hr: ngjthe^fi'lec up to date. The 3 cases a 



It 



la 



s fcIT'ows: 



REC01SUE1-PATI0N 

That this memorandum be referred to the Domestic 
lntelliccr.ee Division .for co:-r or.y^ici;. ■• action. 



TT 
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Office iSAgmorayidum • united states government 

TO date: January 21 



V 



1954, 



noM 



Q 

mnjactx SECURITY INDEX - , 

^PREPARATION OF SUMMARY REPORTS 
' Eufile m 

DETAIL S: 

Attached is a memorandum from to 

dated January 15, 1054, noting that has reviewed 

consecutive Security Index files. The attached memorandum points 
\out that during the course of the review, three cases were found in 
[which the latest investigative reports were dated in 1949* 
observed that it would appear desirable that the field be instructed 
to submit reports in those cases to bring the files up to date. The 
cases concerned were as follnmx; 



You will recall ,from ny memorandum under the above caption 
of January 19, 1954, setting out the status of this project in the 
.field, it was noted that the Bureau has ss~ a deadline of July 14, 
\ 195-1 , for the completion of the initial phase of the summary report 
I program. It was further stated that the Los Angeles Office has 
completed 536 of a total of 2,313 summary reports under the initial 
phase of this program, approximately 25%. San Francisco has completed 
1,3^9 of 1,986 reports, approximately 68)o. 

A review of the three cases mentioned by indicates 

that they are a part of the backlog of cases scheduled for summary 
reports by the Los Angeles and San Francisco Offices. By letters 
dated January 5 ~nd January 4, 1954, respectively, both Los Angeles 
and San Francisco assured the Bureau that the stated deadline of 
July 14, 1954, would be met. 

In the absence of unusual considerations, it does not •" 

appear that the afore-mentioned cases should be distinguished from 
the other Security Index case3 of the same type remaining in the -• 

Los Angeles ana San Francisco backlogs and it aoes not appear that 
those offices should be a3ked to give them preferred attention. 

£J$CQ} !}.??; N DAT I on : That no action be taken on the suggestion of 

of to specifically instruct the field to 

submit up-to-date reports in the three cases mentioned above. If you 

I 
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reports in the three cases will be 

followed along with, the oth . 

are scheduled for preparation by the Los Angeles and 

San Francisco Cffices* . 



anurous, the submission of . , A . . ,,„■„;, 

lJ y - ■■h +.h* other cases of vhe sane type which 
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.^ jfim f^s 




~ :S 




Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 



January 25, 195^ 



j, 



director f FBI 



\ ' 



o 



secokity imex list 



.; 



^^/^/ 



There is attached hereto a currsn"; i~~ " cf 
the names cr ti.e i-*Lix»j.u-^-^ ...ai^wa^-uu^ — . — .•- -v^,-.-.,, 
Index. :'aues included m aia aaln acrticn ol t~o lie ;; 
are arranged alphabetically. Tas nrass of laaivicVialr, 
coming yi^uin lave designated groups are listc--;. en 






separate pages. *-'olloi-;lri.^ eticu n.-:.:e is lnicr_'..-j. ac:i 
Mref lee ting the race, sex, birth cats, bureau fil2 
S\ » number and the bureau field office covering ti - ~ 
**> *f of the individual, 

V ?P ^ xt is requested that this list be giren utmost 

JP j security. 

..%T«r \ v is* * x. a. -»-,«-,— -—*■ ............ 
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Espionage Section of the Special Section not included. 
The five designated groups are: 



Foreign Government Employees 
United Nations Employees 
Pro-Tito Yugoslavs 
Uo So Government Employees 
Atomic Energy Ft ogr am Employees 
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' ' Office Memorandum • united states government 



DATB: 1/22/5V 



TO 1 

ROM > 

SUBJECT: 
S 



^CURITY H3DBX CABD STATISTICS __. 



//,* ' "There are attached two' copies "of a table' showing by Field 

included . 

. These statistics are based on Statistical Section records 
as of January 15? 195 1 *-* 
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KEY TO ABBREVIATIONS USED IN SECURITY INDEX 



AL Alien 

CS Comsab 

DC Detcom 

KF. Key Figure 

NA Naturalized 

NB Native Born 

TP Top Functionary 



AEP Atomic Energy Program employees 

BUL Bulgarian 

COM Communist Party. USA 

CZE Czechoslovakian 

ESP Espionage subjects 

FGE Foreign Government employees 

GOV United States Government employees 

HUN Hungarian 

ILL Independent Labor League 

ISL Independent Socialist League 

NPR Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico 

PRO Prominent Person 

RUM Rumanian 

RUS Russian 

RWL Revolutionary Workers 7 League 

SWP Socialist Workers 1 Party 

ULP United Labor Party 

UNE United Nations employees ■■ 

YUG Y .oslavian 
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9 Office Memorandum 



. UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



date: January 11, 
1954 



iiom 



^^''^W^^f^W^R T REPORTS ^ 
^ Unfile -„ ' 

SUGGESTION H~54 



h 



DETAILS: 



Atia0 ne* U - suction ^^Z^ urlz 



- /-> f r~ f\ 




uti 



r iZ'„l~iiY+it " T t is stated 
n reliaoi liz y • * -* * . 



informants "of fcn own r«2*oo*ix* tf . - iB more cowpr .h«fi«»i>. 
adoD Uon of '^^"^l^slotat... 



adopt 
sketches 



orig 
togsthe 
of know 
sources . 




exhibit in ™°YnVd f ro«i the summary reports su 
be readily obtained fro m v •' ara in th 

the associates who, m nost instances, 



th 
Index." 



TT 
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It thus appears that the suggestion, in essence, 
U confined to the proposed discontinuance of the use of 
ieapororj, symbols in the characterizations, since Bureau 
instructions impose no limitation as to their length. 

It is believed that the suggestion is wholly 
undesirable. It is contrary to established P»«*»" °{ 
fact Val, analytical reporting. Considering fe-f*°* ** a * 

Program, matters, -chair contends <«i~s » uj »~^ e c l " u . 

scrutiny with all the data therein attributed to specific 
llurces The present procedure entails no reporting 
WfUulties; is noted above, existing instructions d not 
require that sources be documented, but simply identified 
on the administrative pages, 

ftKnoimmDATKW : 

»at «*• «~~»-» !! liiVlii Zt^naf^urity 
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VMECozozO 

January 25, 1951*. 



S2cup.it: subjects employed 

BY U. S. GOVERNMENT m v 

On PBnorandum to of December 31, 

1953, the Director noted t.iat a list identifying individuals 
who are s till enroloyed In the Federal Government (1) who are 
Included in n^-^kQfly. r^ty Ty -!g>~ or (2) uoon whom there is any 
substantial proof of saovei\iyve connections should be f~.rniah.ed 
to the Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General. 

A list identifying the 15 Government employees who are 
carried in our Security Index was furnished to the Attorney 
General and the Deputy Attorney General under date of January 7, 
19 ^Lj.. ^he Eroloyess Security Section has been reviewing files 
in' connect io ::" ■.■.'it--, one second portion of the Director's request, 
namely, those individuals concerning whom there is substantial 
proof of subversive connections; however, they are not carri.d 
in bureau's Security Index. If the files reviewed indicate tne 
individuals are still Government eiiioloyed as for as is known 
by the Bureau, their mmes are checked by the Civil service Com- 
mission to determine if those records fctlll reflect Government 
employment. This Is necessary as in a considerable number of 
the ca: a; reviewed, the Bureau Lias rceivei no recent informa- 
tion regard inr; their enolojnnent status. Cards were furnished 
to the GiTJil Service Commission through liaison in accordance - 
with recoonendations contained in ; our memorandum to Mr. Ladcr— ^ 
oil December 31, l c /3, ?ud my memoranda to y n of January 5, lS 
115k, and °anuary 1L, 195k. 



Attached hrreto ere 390 cards e--ch setting forth a name 
and identifying data of an individual who, ace «rdin/j to a recer.i 
review of bureau files, would appear to be still employed by 
the Federal Government. 

rECOTiSND^-TIQV ; ' . " 

That a representative of the Liaison Section furnish the 
attached cords to the* Civil Service Commission and request the 
Commission t^ check Its records and note on c-nch card t-.e current 
status of the indivisjal named ss reflected in the rec rds of the 



/ 



TT T II III ' 






+ «a this mat':er be handled 
«.u n^^tor has requested t his m d t 3 f; rd 

this checx xrnnea* B - 
earliest possible dete. 
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jffice M.t lu?n • unite: r " overnment 

TO i DATE: January 29, 

1954 
IV 
ROM * 

I O r i 

V idbjbct:- SECURITY INDEX ' --•-_;- J / 



J During the past week, 119 neu card3 

were added to the Security Index and 18 cards 
were cancelled, a net increase of 101 cards* 

The Security Index count cs of today 
is 24,334. 

ACTION: 

None. This is for your information. 
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^ Office Memo, andum • united sixths government 



^ 



h 



DATE: January 29, 
TO i 1954 



ikom 



IUBJBCT: 



^SECmiTT IJEDfX VERIFICATION PROJECT 



SYNOPSIS: 



./ 



jlfeu? rorfr 0//ice ftaa completed 90-day trial period of 
utilizina special squad of 19 men to verify residence and/or 
eVAollelt of subjects of closed Security Index cases. Procedure 
approved by Executes' Conference on 12-19-52, although actual 
TnceptVon by New York Office deferred until early October y,o3 
because of manpower considerations. New York advises vnat in 
last 90 dWs, 1,603 verifications have been made by the squad 
CdtZt oY%he S l,19? ca'ses presently assigned only 45 have been 
assigned for a period of six months or longer due to difficulties 
Vn lirTfvina Above figure of 45 represents considerable decrease 
acc V ordYn y g "V vet Yor/, which 'expresses approval of procure and 
states that it will continue pending receipt of contrary 
instructions. Advantages re-stated; suggested that disadvantage 
\f Csciaii^on" biminimised by instruction to New Yor. to 
Rotate Agent assignments to the verification squa». 

RECOL n 'ENT)A TIONS : 

fl) That the New York Office be authorised to continue 
the use if the verification squad for an additional 90 days. 

(2) That to allow more definitive analysis of its 
operations, New York be instructed to advise in detail of 
verifications handled in the interim, tne number P e f. in 9> th * 
number assigned for verification for a period exceeding 4o days, 

\ and specific comment as to any additional advantages or dis- 

advantages perceived in the ensuing 90-day period. 

(3) That to prevent tendency to "specialise," the Agents 
bo assigned to such squad for only six months. 

' Subject to your approval, there is attached a 

* letter to New York embodying the above recommendations. 

I 

/ 

■ ruiriT ' i ii ii imr ' i iiiiniiuii " 



/o u / A 



BETAILS : 

Ir-on/erer.ce, Sulet 0/ ^-ff n ^. a "L o^ia/muGl, but staggered, 

E&WS™ •?£ S.SS 25 Sri.—* «■ s «""» *— 

[subjects. 

71 +^+ hrsed on ncnvower considerations 
You will also recall ** t^ i%!£ 3 5.28-53 and 3-22-53, 
noted in New York letters 0j +-">-*£* Rising a special squad of 
the actual initiation °f* h *Pl°l e %' 53 Bv utter of 10-5-53 
Ag ents ^s deferred ^1^^^^^ busied and was 
N ew York advisee tha. ,^ch _a s ; > ca . aza ^ it hin Section 12 

in operation, responsible oo »<-e s~~- 
of the New York Office. 

Bule t of 10.15-53 instructed tf^jre,^ Off ^ to 
advise of its recov-endakions as to the ejJ .~.e..cj *< 
ptoject at the expiration of 90 days. 

Aecov.pltskr.enta to date ■ 

cached are ^e^^^cl^^o^ 
vhich bears the caption 1 5« J ulZU/of the special 
and presents a resume of tne " c " r *^' d thct (!) the squaa 
S q Wd since its *"ception. " » * e ^ r * caI ( e Jployee S; (2) the 
has assigned to it 19 A: . ents «"« "* ?^ fc fi nure is expected vo 
aqu ad has made 1,603 «*",«a*tons, £ 8 2„{a7°r veri/ication, 

ix^^^^w^^^^^^ *•»*• ° n tke speciai 
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J 9 or developing i»/°™f »™l£»2 and employment 0/ subjects 0/ 
Wd fs; ^i/ications o/res laen c« « * Bh0B tftoae coses are 

j ^ j. +>.. ,ir clerical employees, noted 
jt was noted tftat * he "* ^f ^ ointe nance 0/ the 
previously, ^lude those e^ga ^ »» **« »» t „, /aing 0/ 

Security !»<*« « ^ros "preparation 0/ tfte /or** "*^|f 
nem and corrected cares, prep tvp ing 0/ forms fD-122 

U »rV*«»^A? t M existing Security Index 
/or transmittal «o *ne Jd"" 

cards* 

„ ., ir„^v letter captioned "Security 

Th e attached New for* letter cap Index 

index Verifications" notes that of the 5, go gucft cases 

^rHnVcurrenf status Sr^'^i/ication of residence 
ana employment ,ere concerned. „ eri/ico t i0 n 

,„ rork state* ^^{^"Lt^ ^e^ue 
SHperali^endtnTrele^ 0/ con-t-rary-instructions /rom tfte 



Bureau. 



. tnn.li /sis of Pro ject 
' j. ^ +),„+ R»iiet of 12-29-52, mentioned 

It may be noted *^t rifina tfte institution 0/ tfte 
previously, in ^^nallyautftoriri !7 the ^ ew - i0T * 

Verification squad on * £* ai ^% s t three months of 

Ration r^%^^ p1 ^oT^^ ] i3 
fcmparatS aelSency^s and W advantages nd die- 

advantages. ( .. ■ * r , / ' ,„•+* 

. revie, 0/ tfte attached jr.-^a^fec.^*- 
the project re/lects that it is ™. g 3 f ^ er , to" speci/ically 
the foregoing instructions. It J axis , tions with that 

com/are their present delinquency Jnv e r»;. d< sincgj 

existing prior to tfte ^f™ "{"^/^istrati vely /or 

U fc»o», ^ se , caS ^l n l r %ll delay in making verifications 
the periodic >»"/» c "** "V'tM rworda as are pending active 
^rsr^ndr/srcft'cir^tances tfte term "delinquency" is 
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subject to definition. It would appear that by analogy, and 
in the interest of uniformity, the verifications outstanding 
and assicned to the special squad for a period of 45 days 
or over Should be considered delinquent for the purpose 
indicated in the above Bulet of 12-29-52. 

In this connection, as noted previously, New York 
has stated that only 45 cases have been assigned for verification 
for a period of six months or longer and that the figure of 45 
is considerably less then that any previously reported (semi- 
annually to the Bureau) in connection with their Security 
Index verifications* It may be observed thai the Hew York Office 
has listed no' additional advantages or disadvantages of the 
special squad, presumably because none became apparent which 
were not treated specifically by - " of 

the New York Office in originally suggesting the establishment 
of the verification 3quad. ( *.. ■ J 

Observations : 

It appears desirable to re-state briefly the advantages 
considered by the Executives' Conference on 12-19-52 in approving 
for a trial period the establishment of the special squad: 

1. One Agent would handle a large number of veri- 
fications in one area, saving considerable trans- 
portation time. 

2. It would reduce the commoner types of pretexts 
and lessen the possibility of a pretext 
backfiring. 

3» Increased production - anticipated development 

of various techniques and sources of information 
would expedite matters. 

4. Reduces administrative problems and simplifies 
fixing of supervisory responsibility. 

5* Serves as a training groundwork toward more 
complicated security work. 

The disadvantages considered included: 

I # Since each Agent so assigned would handle a 
large number of subject cases, he would have 
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to review the file each time he rechecked 
eac h subject, because he would be unable 
to remember the details of so many cases. 

2. It would limit the Agent t s experience in 
handling regular investigative matters 
and in writing reports. 

3 # The assignments would be monotonous and 
tends toward over-specialization. 

It would appear that all three of the disadvantages 
listed above might be minimized to a great extent by ™*°*"» 
of the Aaents assigned to the verification squad f°f *P er + od 
of six months.- Such practice would precluce use ofAg ents 
to such specialized assignment for protracted P e ''*°^>/*? p 
allows Agents to use to advantage for a reasonable time the 
particular knowledge and instructions attendant „c i the 
verification processes. This observation is emoodied in *„• 
form of an instruction to the New York Office and is set 
out in the attached letter to the Hew York Office, mentioned 
on page one, herein. 

In consideration of the expressed approval of the 
verification spuad by the New York Off ice as set out in .he 
ITtacred letter, it is believed that it should be continued. 
Tn order that iU operation may be studied with the thoucnt of 
lossTbly eltendina the use of such procedure to other of our 
larcer offices, it v:ould appear desirable to instruct the 
Vew rorh fo'/ice to report or. their progress and accomplishments 
in verifications at 90-day intervals. Such instructions are 
also embodied in the attached letter to New York, mentioned 
on page one, herein. 
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' r^ v-fr w ,. m * * ' .i . ' . ' . " ■ "" » < 



'• ~T" . 1 n ■H»li I I 'MM 



T£$ ATTCIZZT GS7SSAL * , - ' JteJWirv 29^ i? 



*> 



Eirector* ?3I 



BA2<7ZRaV3 TO "^ ?'?I6r x J. ^F-/ .*7? .!.T5 

«X me 



J^nu*2ry ?, i'?o4 9 unersin 1 sizrcd /-./-:- 7.- :•-' 

%eci.rity \zho "-era at ihi^t size ezpla^zd 5v ^7 
Federal COL>err,r:?nt» r>V-..t r:j?norc::;^n noted t:";c"5 -those 

tft$ e-'«nt c/ cr. ez.z?'~cr.cy end ih-*~t tr.c i,r ;zc^^ ^.cre 
maintained in -ths^cc^rity Inez™* P^cizz ij zdvir.cd 

trYiC* Since Z^.S S ~J-»- *CQ wZ^l CJ r^J iiTiiTiCC QQr-*Zil*?l » C*#~J *> i»i~ j 

inclusion is tha ~s'c~rity Zr.dez: 



h 



v Director, FBI ' 

• SAC, H«w York 

S ecurity iitisx verification project 

verifications. 

a, r,oted in >JY letter of 10/S/53. * "*»»*" B <|? ad 
■ of tventv a'enfs was set up in the no for the handling o 
g vesications «no.r th. suoerv sion o^ ^ -^ 

effective 10/19/53 ; At tn P ^ clerlcal employees.- 

. K ^.ntfhave ^o c se -i ned to the, although tbev are 

«I-c- t>e institution of this souad, there nave 
*„ en e nunber of projects in connection witn tne ^curit* 

• jndex which ^'%f- s ^f^ d f ^tnl" during the' pertinent 

' 0D ^Vg^ve-"?"""" live made by this unit. Production 
period 1,603 ve, ?■-;--* -°" . t =u ~ D er or di projects 

SS-SSaSSS^o? & ^divlduaiVent has increased. 

A, of 1/13M. there were^^UoO^ndividuals listed^ 

, in the :tf Security ^A,»-~~a wTth'the continued enphasis 

* llnce the SI Squad was lormed.rfltn™ anticipated 
on security instigations in the MO, i eons - kB ^tiv 
that the *^ °iP~o?le ola oe about 6,000 subjects on une 
increase so tnat tnere 3-iuaxwi 

SI in the next few months. < 

A review of the tlekl.r. , on SI ^^^."rie.tlon 
. indicates that thore «™ i^ 7 ^ 8 . 68 /^. bcen aa3 i g ned for 
at the present time, ol whi-n oruy 4? latt er fipure is 
a period of six months or ^"f"* ..^f J Jorted bv" the S.Y0 
' considerably less than ai ^eviously report _ ^ 

in connection with this project. It la £u ^^ 

- h lch\rrne'b y ihrr 6 erts 0l to^1ne case/are assigned. 



umzcokoQ 



tatter to T>ireetor f PBI * '■ 4 

Statistics maintained with respect to * h6 epical 
work of this unit indicate tnat during the period 10/lo/bJ 
V through 1/13/5U th8 followin 2 were handled2 '* 



Hew SI cards received froza Dureau 
FD-l51| verification forma 
* ?D-122s typed 



612 
3fi$o 

1,1*21* 



Corrected SI cards received from Bureau 1,73-5 

The formation of this squad has been extremely 
beneficial to the efficient handling of this project, xhis 
squad will continue in operation T7AC3. 



** 
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SAC, Sev, Tori ( ) * t * ' r*bruor V I, 1954 

pirector, FBI ( ) * , ' 

0SCURITT UDZX YEairiGATIGM PROJECT 



■■* -*,* 



Seur let *f January 10, 1954, containing 
an analysis of caotior.cd project, baaed on the first 

90 aays of i ** operation* 

7ou ere authorised to continue wsilmztvon 
of the sccci.il 3 ;i~ad of \:cnts in cor.necticr -;itr, 
this oro'ject for an additional period of 90 day s at 
the end of iohieh tine you are instructed to *uo**J 
the reau^s of its acco~iplioh^nts in lino loith the 
connente set out hereinafter* . 

"Relet notes that fro* a review of your 
tie^ arson '"»c':ritv In:iez verifications you nave 

''"*"".- . * „ j -» f-»r» ---.»..» «♦* ?»* -i « *» /is h f\ >»* been 
presently azsiyned M,x^r Cuucw, w c , .. -^ -_2 Jt "-_ 

aasi<7?icd /or a pcrrioa o/ ziz nonths or j.ontjer. **» 
point out that the latter figure is '-considerably 
less tier, env ireviousl 1 ! r^^ortcd by the '<cj Tor,-: 
Office in co : .r^c~ion ~ii. ! i tr.ia project*" j'r.e .-.urezu 
desires that ■;::; determine the cnalonous finure as 
tt existed at the tire captioned nroiect i;as 
instituted in order t-ict the efficiency of your 

8pCGiajL 3^-U^i •—./ -'w — • .* -,«w~. ~--,~y 

In addition, vcur res^-s at the end of 
the next OQ-dz-j period zhould include fibres 
relating to the following iter.s, pertair.mj to zne 
90-day period following the eusnUsion of reieti 

1. Total number of verifications handled* 

2* The number of czjcs in jhich 
' verifications are pending* 

£• The nur.ter of cases asstgned for 

verification for a period exceeding 
45 cays* 

4* Specific coivuir.ts as to any ad itional 
aaihintatej or disadj^nta:,es perceived 
in the operation of this project* 



"1WT 'III! Ill 






• One of the objections to tluf operation 

Of a aqua* cf t-:U typo lioa in the ^ctth^t the 
«orfr is specialised* Stents *o engaged have no 
e-ODOrtvnitit to writ* reports or conduct acre divers* 



\a Q. 



ii.i.aa~zi; ^iions in i.-.e zee 



.ri»7 ,y # w — w» 



+ or 



this reason, it appears vitally undesirable to asaign 
Agents to this a* sad for a period exceeding air 
nor.ihc. If, in ciT^Utin;: -our resume of t'.^s proiec 
at the end of DO :cvs, yon recor.~er>d it 3 cor.-inuence, 
you arv */;3i.ruc*tfu *o *U;.e u.yropriw^ _-„>- * 5 .. 
provide' for t <? rotation of /.rento as^incd to ~he 
verification sqi^a* i'r.e j^c^ zhcz such aasi^nzutnts 
have been node should be apecifically noted in your 
letter, 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

date: February 5, 
TO « ' 1954 



imoM i 



o 

tDBjEcrTl SECURITY INDEX -j> 



M^ 



During the past week, 121 new cards mere added 
to the Security Index and 14 cards were cancelled, a net 
increase of 107 cards. 

The Security Index count as of today is 24,441* 



ACTION: 



None. This is for your information. 



arr ahoako row* *M 
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Office Memorandum • united stages government 



TO 



tMr. 



PROM l''r, 



'->> 






^ 



date: December 28, X 
1953 J 



suBjEcr: ^v o;,' lUj-XQi'^- CONTROLLED C-^^^ w f ^. 
SUGTN3TI IN OP SfNCXAL, A r llx,T %»«•• m« *rn«Wb 
SAVANNAH ONFICE 
[SUGGESTION NO. 8Y4-53) ^ ^ v 

[/nder d^te o/ December 17, 1953, Special Agent 




Thompson submitted the above suggestion 



\ 



^ 



Briefly, Special Agent **#*&** suggests ^con- 
sideration be given to the development ana w.ili2a .i ^n oj 
a remote-controlled camera using a telepnovo i ens. It is 
pointed out that such an arrangement coula ce ejjec.,,, bj 
combining cameras currently in Bureau use amy., a r«.. de- 
controlled apparatus available at the relatively ,/,oc,d„ 
cost of about $s50.00. 

The suggested arrangement would permit the establish-] 
nent of a'disauisea camera near a fixed luvuilun, such as 
doorway, inhere persons whose photographs are desirea migrvu 
pass, without the necessity of having personnel opera t™9 
the cor era in the immediate vicinity. This would, or course,^ 
provide greater security and reduce the pocsiounty oj 
subjects becoming suspicious. 

Durinq investigations involving the Joimunist farty 
undernroun<,ahcra-;us y espionage subjects, an d po^S y^n 
occasional criminal investigations, it is believed t,u,o 
situations do arise in which the use of a remote-con rolled 
camera wo»ld be of distinct value. however, it wo^la a -.•per 
that -such would be an abnormal rather than a normal technique. 

Of course, the possibility exists that; (1) the 
suggestion is not technically feasible; or (>j) th,:t the cos-, 
would be prohibitive. ,• . < 

RECOri ^NDATION: ' 

(1) That subject to the considerations in the 
paragraph immediately above, the suggestion receive favoraoie 
action. 



\ 
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V-I 



9 

y 



views* 



(p) That the Laboratory be requested to submit its 



i^jfcijs***' 



pr^ODnrr)..rt^ • . - 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

x "- date: January Q 3 1954 



/ 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT: 



s 



REGARDING REEOlE- 



SUGGESTION CF SA 
SAVANNAH OFFICE, 
CGU TROLLED CAMERAS 
SUGGESTION #574-53 

C- •;', , , . ./ 

Re suggestion of SA* ._._. 

Sated 22-17-53, that the* Bureau consider the use of remote control 
equipment in connection with the use of the Robot camera on surveillances. 



A^ 



nv 



Savannah off ice , 




A remote- controlled camera would be entirely feasible and 
:Ould be of accidence in some situations, especially on surveillances lohare^ 
h e camera equipment can be hidden close enough to photograph the subject 
tithe agents observing would be too far away. 



The essential unit would consist of a 12 volt battery operated^ 



"emote control release cor—:, ere icily available for the Robot camera at a 
jost of ?39.50* The release mechanism would have to be operated by a vnre 

WO UJ.C, 




^ \. 



■K 



by the Laboratory to be between E-lOG and $500 
in referenced suggestion. The Laboratory fcrJs 
would- not be cCeauate and denendahl 



connection which would be feasible in some situations if tne agents 
lave to be too far away and the wires could be concealed. 

Tne remote control release could also be operated by a radio 

transmitter-receiver unit as suggested by SA WNmmmm However, the cost 

»/ this unit is estimat ed 

^ather than (;50 as stated 

:he $50 unit suggested by 

'or this purpose. 

o 

TJie Laboratory could build a compact portable remotc-controlledij 

camera unit for use in smaller offices where Robot camera-equipped panel [_ 

bruchs .<re not available. This pot- tabic unit would consist of the Robot '■■'- 

\amera with remote control release and battery built into a box with 

sufficient wiring for connection to a nearby observation post. It would be 

lecessary to purchase the remote control release. 

1 ECO IE! EXE ATI ON: That this memorandum be referred to the Training and 
' ■■" ■ • , - Inspection Li vision for approoriate attention* 
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u^ 



December 30, 1953 

SUGGESTION ?>8 7^-53 
MADS BY SPECIAL AGENT 

wmmmm<¥m0m of 

• THE SAVANNAH OPj'ICE 



The Investigative Division does not 
recommend the use of a camera ox the rfobot type 
for general investigative activity. In special 
type cases, the use of this equipment would 
possibly be of value , 
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vOflfo Msmomadt'/m • united stages government 



TO 



^f 




DATBt 1/2G/54 



prom « EXECUTIVES CGNFEPEZCE 



J SUBJECT : 



o ^ nr&Tic:: #874-53 

hade 3Y *maSHm&fi&~ ... ..„._„„ 

/ 



7 





rae eucgsatmg employee ^jya our ox;oarc:; : i ^ c 0/ 

subjects and suspeczs, of, en en „.-e sc.ee 

meeting places. „ \ \ 

• ,. „+ n^P^pn-^ cenerallv involves use of a \ \ 
The procedure "^/l/^ ^^fr^™^ ^ sr>ot to be \\ 

vhotocraphed is in clear oie.o or J.rcuo,. tne _ l„ t__ ^ ^ _^_ ^^_ 



iruc/t. r. : te I^-uiiw. ^ <i ^"^"^ 



u»«iir»<)u»ia6ie obstacle witn x, x zne „*.* p— -, 
not destraMc to use a survsxUaace ,rucl. 



It is suggested thai cetera of ^f^^&^llrl 

' i:" ith re: d io r e c e i v a r 



'J r -J S 



C 1 '■■'-'' 



/ n 






b , disguised in a box wvth ^*«^ ^era^ ,L, on ir.-i uic'ual 
a parfced car near te » * ee pno J ■ photopraph can b : 

whom the Bureau is inter S 8,ea cc.~t » ->'J ^j, ,, ay 6e l0 -:aiec 

tcHen by pressing a button 0*%'*™*-; **^ rator m; , oJ)Sel . yt .. the 
more than a bloc* aijaij. me trc.-8'..i ,.cr P d receivers . 




that this procedure, oouia <"»«"» ^efin- pi^ce' is o'es ion-.terf, en J 
^or M«t»«!!» ^ . C ' 0! - Jie a -°?";; phya ical surveillance is nonexisten.. 



'or tc - 
in 



01 



i j - 



<\i 



f 



\'itable cover for 

\ ''' -' ' ' 
hBSEiiVATICrS: 



o th e r 






<\v 



< i 



" ^APJk^m^or Savannah does riot-recommend thi^oro^/U'X-- 

SAC*^»o - d this n.iaht be. arrange* ..it 

a aeneral. practice, out co,uc/.^u.< 
case under unusual circumstances. 



i-:eg -i 



t v. 



,i 



c r th 
spec i 
cc-r? 



vh c J n ? • c c t icit i vc P i •' 'i^i <■■ '} , 
+. \' r >c .• r o r gc n c rn. 1 I n vc s i> i [ 

■.srs . ::ohr 



n i. 



lot 



.r>c • • r > ~r g c n era I lm )c .-J 1 1 [ ' ; •' '- L 
aces' the): believe the use o 
elegg 



no>- 
vc ac 
r i h i 



-c c o. : 

i v i L 

; cqu 



use of (A 

,; iiS'r- ver, I : 

'.jjiicnt u on Id r { 



n 



»\ 



lb H 



h'emoran^um to Mr. 



be of value. 



The Domestic Intelligence Division believes thai curinr 
investigations involving Cor.munist Parzi- Under around apparatus * 
Lspior.ri:^ subject, - - ■:' : ^o; :,1 ;/ i: ^^:;-.:j"cr:;.'.T.:: i :uesti 
situati on s c.o a rice i •; whic'n "jr. e u,s e o ' 
would be of distinct value. However, t 



~. j 



abnormal rather t, 



„ - - ■«-■-> 7 



a remotely controlled car. era 
ey point out such mould be an 



ec 



c . 



would be 



The FBI Laboratory believes a remote-controlled camera 
entirely feasible and could be of assistance in some situations 
especially on surveillances where the camera equiDment can be hidden 
close enough to photograph the subject, but the agents observing ujould 
be too far away. The essential unit would consist of a 12~volt" 
battery operated remote control release c ommercially' available for the 
Robot camera at a cost of t $39.50. The release mechanism would have to 
be operated by a wire connection which would be feasible in some 
situations if the agents would not have to be too far away and the 
wires could be concealed. The remote control release could also be 
operated by a radio transmitter-receiver unit as suggested by 
SA Thompson, The cc3t of this unit is estimated by the Laboratory 
to be between $400 and $500, rather than $50, as stated by the 
suggesting employee. The Laboratory feels that the S50 unit suggested 
would not be adequate and dependable for the purpose intended. 



nor table re mote" 



Ro 



The Laboratory/ could build a compact 
controlled camera unit for use in smillsr offices umere stoooT cc> 
equipped panel trucks are net avzzlabl: . This r *~rtmblc "r't ^tould 
consist of the tiobot camera with remote control release and battery 
buirlt into a box with sufficient wiring for connection to a nearby" 



observation 
release. 



post. It would be necescar 



o Dure 



c remote control 



EXECUTI VES CONFERENCE CONSIDERATION: 



On January 25, 195-i, the Conference consistin(j,..of Messrs* 

aatft&fg^SQm considered the a bo jo suggestion. Because of the fact that 
there is no indicated need that such type of equipment would have 
any normal use and could only be used' in extremely exceptional cases, 
the Conference is unanimously of the opinion that such 'equipment 
should not be made. QT:VH 
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Office Men/orandufn^ • united states government 



TO 



ROM » T3E EXECUTIVES ' CONFERENCE 



DATE: January 22, f 
1954 



>• -u- 



^/C/ A*, 



r,* 



.^--^ 




/ SUBJECT : 



PREPARATION OF SUMMARY REPORTS 



On January~21, 1954, the Executives' Conference 

consisting of Messrs- * 

r - j considered 

the Bureau's present policy of preparation of summary reports 
and whether it should be continued. 



Bureau Bulletin No. 40, Series 1947, dated July 23, 
stated that in all cases involving possibility of 

a summary report should be prepared regardless^ 



1947. 

prosecuti on, 

of the brevity of i nve 3 ti active reports or prior n umoer or 
investigative reports prepared. 

On December 1, 1 950*. the Executives' Conference 

that the preparation 






I recommended unanimously tne suggestion th 
\of summary reports oe cs*. scontinue^, excsp . 4 
{major cases and when, in the opinion of the SAC or the Bureau, 
la summary report should be prepared. The Director approved 
and 3ureau Bulletin No. 68, Series 1950, dated December 7, 
1950, states that "regular requirements for submission of 
prosecutive and investigative summary reports are hereby 
.rescinded. " Prosecutive summaries would b e._su.bmi. tee d only . 
I i n major or comp lica ted cases and up on spec ifi c_Jji struct} ns__ 
\ of the SAC or the Bureau . Section 4(dJ of the Manual of Rules 
land Regulations 30 states and further states that non- 
prosecutive summary reports are prepared by the office of origin 
Jupon specific instructions of the SAC or the Bureau and upon 
{publication of an Identification Order on a subject. 

Arguments Favoring Presen t Policy.: -; 

I (l) Summary reports are only prepared on instructi 
\the SAC or the Bureau when a need for same is apparent i 
complicated or major case. - -c 

.i1 r- 

(2) In such cases the summary report insures that 
case has been worked thoroughly; that all leads have bee 
covered; and that the case has been thoroughly reviewed. 

(3) The summary report pin-points any weaknesses i 
investigation which can then be corrected. It also pin- 
the case from a prosecutive standpoint. 

V T ~nimr 



ons of 
n a 



the 
n 



n the 
points 
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UEUOSAHHWI TOR * 

(A) While the Bureau is not in the business of Preparing 
trial bri'fs for the United States Attorney, nevertheless the 
ln\lU b StaVes r Attorney is more likely to proa.e»t. .... if 



the facts are a i ear ly and succinctly set forth, as in a 
trosicltlve summary.' Therefore, it /o22« ? */••«* our^atisU 



C3 



are increased through the use of prosecutive summaries. 



II 



Di sadvantages : 

fl) The orenaravion of summary reports is time consuming 
on the part of the Agent ana the clerical staff of the Bureau. 

(2) Investigative summaries are prepared for use within 
\±h* Bureau. Prosecutive summaries, while of assistance from 
^ilvVatVaaiZe standpoint, are also of considerable assistance 

To the United States Attorney. We should not oe m the business 

of preparing summaries for prosecution, as such. 

v-r ^.vtives' nnnfersnos **no-.7iendation: 

The Executives' Conference unanimously recommended 
^n+inuance of the investigative and prosecutive summaries 
{under our present restricted policy, that is, restricted zo 
[Those easel where the Bureau or the SAO feels tnav the case 
}is of such a nature as to require a summary report. 

j*,anm.aru Re pnrty f- ^"r t7 / Tndex ga3ga ; 

A vrogram to prepare summary reports in all Security 
index cases was* instituted" by SAC Letter No. ^5 fe-ieslGSl, 
t * \J %^*anhpr> P2 7 952. After prenarazion of a summary 
HI tU S eZTlZe^s 'rl^ene/ each^ear .here^te for prepara- 

liTrtf-oTe ^WiceT^V^terthi ffiSS lumTrt' 
I report in these ° c J /ses. The remaining offices with the 
Yexception of Hem lor* will complete the program _°y July 14, 
\ 1954. Due to security backlog and delinquency »« Hew Tort, 
the program has been suspended in vhat office .although Je* 
York does submit summaries on new cases and, tnerefore, has 
Emitted 1,769 summary reports. The program mil be resumed 
in New York as soon as circumstances permit. 



, " \ 
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' tfinrrm AHDUJI FOR_ 

^<m»' ^f.^nre 5e a o^endation: 

The Executive*' Coherence «»»*»°'"*»' r £££?* d 
continuation 0/ tne Security Xnaez *u*mary report program 

for the following reasons: 

(1) Each case on uhich a ^^ryr^i.^**^ 

m t W.horoughly . ^^•.-^"plS^hA*.'**"-! .on 
Bureau to insure sna* tne °, iJltJlof our resnoneioilities 

s.?s'X^ x.::"S.4 ,"!" f ........ 1 «- — 

• case be most care/ully evaluated. 

(2) in tne event 0/ or > -^-^f £a$..V*. P ",r° B 
to furnish tne suwiar./ -oporto to the Un t j g suc?l 
/o/oction. The Bureau would %£$%»%°U inperztive that 

\reporia during an emergency. inerejorc t 
\v>e prepare then in advance. 
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(/A/KECOACZb 



January 28, 
1954 



*^ - PROGRAM FOR APPREHELSIOM AND IETESTIOS 

"""' or ' p^soirs concir.EP.ED potentially k <r 

DA3CES0US TO THE 1JATIG2IAL DEFENCE MB 

PUBLIC SAFETY 0£ THE UNITED STATES — 

Bufile 

Tou will recall that bv letters of .9-25-53 end 1-7-54, we trar.- 
mitted to the Attorney General the names of tnose inaiviaua±3 m secsraj 
employment who were as of those dates included in our^ecurity inces. 

Gre y- .-, j'J . 

On 1-19-54, the name of » an employee" o~J~^ 

the U. S. Post Office Department in , Minnesota, ^s adze a, to 

the Jec^rity Index and step3 were taken to advise tne Attorney General 
in line with our previous communications mentioned above* 

Penardinn , the Director ha3 as:ed "Have ue sent 

reporzs zo tne otun service uo^utsvon ut **i*e £*<»» u^j »*-« J s* t ,~ rv '• 

Our files reflect that was the subjecz of Loyalty of L-ouernmeni 

Employees investication in 1952. By letter of 10-22-52, four copies 
of each lovclty report submitted by the field vere transmitted to 

$ investigations Division, U. ;;• Civil 
Service Commission. On the sane date, sin-le copies of the loyalty 
* reoorts vere forvxirded to Assistant Attorney General 

1 . In addition, a supplemental report uncer the loyalty caution was 

disseminated bv letters of 1-1C-CE, four coiies to and 

» ^ copy to '^"""""^ 

• In accordance wizh procedure in the administration of 

• i Executive Orders 9035 and 10450, the reports of investication in 

7' loyalty of Government Employees and Security of Government Employees 
eases vere and are transmitted to the Civil Service Commission for 
information and forwarding to the employing agency, in tr.i3 case 
the Post Office LepartTzent, 

ACTIOS : - - 

•i Subject to your approval, there is attached'a-' letter to 

A the Attorney General advising that is t .tq b.e ... 

included in tne li^t of Security Inacj subjects employed by 'the • ^'* 
• Federal Gov ernment* 
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UNITE 



TO i 



noM > 



SUBJECT: 



S GOVERNMENT 



date: February 2, 
1954 



M 



SUMMARY REPORTS 



r s 



7 



j 



S- 



/ 



KU nevoraUu, prepared to further analyze Bureau's 
policy regarding preparation of sugary report. 

tJivesMoami^^on' . ^"""^V,!^ Action 

of SAC or the Bureau and m non ^ 5 . e °"^ " tte 3ur2 ou and upon 
°/ri S 9 fn upon WW^™™* Ord'ef. Lo-aay suruey, January 28 
publication of an I^ "* 1 /' "" u division receivea one 
Ind 29, 13-54, reflected f^'^^cutiJe su^aries during 
prosecutive suzaary and *ix nonpro 
those day 3, 



-, t j .. -. *, ni'iti'STflTi • 

nnmestic Tmsixf.-- "",'•_'" "'',"- ' 



Prosecutive suzizaries 



BSBSLLV nT " '-". Z "'■':+" a^]raua cases token considered 
prepared in espionage, *£»«.. --£ ' t J ion oase3 Men consiaered 

%/ prosecution ar.d ™^ r ^££UtUs Control Board Such 
for presentation zo i^OJ-ro ' J * *~ admissible evidence jor 
'reports necessary to include "^ £*'^„ eo number of cases, 
inside ration at hearings. In a very ^plicated cases 

srmnary reports prepared in W l l* a g g ' 3a of ^ s case ' *""•' ■ " 
in order to betzer evaluate ---?"' l £ M ^ ax8Mt *t9*~a** *«"> ~ 

too-day suruey, January 28 and 2V, J. ' - Section . During 

Znproiecutive su^aries received by-sp »o o» ^^ euttee 

sane period, Internal ^c^r^Seo^on^ „,. > l0 nprosecuv-.uo 

varies and 133 ^prosecutive J^nay P 



eguiualent o/ 39 ^S-;_. _,, 7 . 3 . 

S^e set out in »«» r8MM ' ' . „, , T-.f.-rnal 

4^k!'.- ., ,.i y .. virion and the Ssp lonage cr„ -;- e 



security Section* 



c srup.eW' 




*■"■* -^--"-.f^^pcVraV^n'v^u^ary repor 



"1¥T li III 






be continued* Specific rea3dns for the recommendations 
are set out under Sections I and II of this memorandum* 



DETAILS ? 

This memorandum is prepared to further analyse the 
Bureau's position in regard to the preparation of prosecutive 
and nonprosecutive summary reports. It is o ™^* ao " n ™ 
oonsid-r summary reports prepared in cases handled by »he ^ 
(X) investigative Division and the (II) Domestic Intelligence 
Division. 

J. TlfVSSTIGATITE BI7ISI0H 

Under present instructions, prosecutive summaries 
-,. mhmt-tt'd only in major and complicated cases ana upon 
Specific instructions of the SAC or the Bureau. Uonproaecutive 
fuZarl reports are prepared by the office of origin upon 
V^/ic instructions of the SAC or tke Bureau ana upon 
publication of an Identification Order on a suoject. 



During January 23 and 29, 
reports were received at the Bureau 
to the Investigative Division. The 
broken down as follows / 



1954, a total of 7 summary 
by all Supervisors assigned 
summary reports were 
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ated 



Wonprosecutive summaries - 6; total pages 175. 
) prosecutive summaries - 1/ total pages 10. 

^ n ^,ndatior "f *"" Tnvest.i native Division: 
4 It ta recommended that the practice of ««»«****"ff 

ana r.ajor cr.-.n" w folloaing reasons; 

•! present Bureau instructions /or tne fou.owi.ng 

4 /7) siiainates Jengthy con/er e nces 6e/ore and 

* duJ-ing trial uith V. S. Attorney. 

1 ft) Bequires Agent to review case to insure ail 

'1 necessary 'evidence nae oeen oota*ned. 

ft) Reports are 0/ assistance to Supervisors in 

* ^ , M #- M Ree (trial brief) for the 

(4) Serves as ready reference (*. . 

• U. S* Attorney's use. 

(5) reports should T ^/*^ 2 Vv"2* 
trial whereas in aosence of. these rep 

j numerous postponements. 

i M By reason of aoove, cases should r.sult in higher 

j percintaffe of convictions. 




Sugary reports P^f £ ^^T^IV pToVelntive 
J^secutSe ac^Hnd S%»* creation caees 
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oonaidered for presentation to the Subversive Activities 
Control Board under the Internal Seourity Act of 1950. 
in the Smith Act oases, all summary reports have been 
orenared except suspie-snal summaries, which are prepared when 
V^ioienl Additional derogatory information Has been deuelo ped. 
As additional front organisation cases are considered for 
presentation to the Department for an opinion or when the 
Apartment specifically mates a request, summary reports 
are prepared* 

In all of the types of cases mentioned above 
oonaiderefiorprZeouttonoT presentation to the Subversive 
ZVivVties Control Board, it is necessary to prepare sugary 
reports to include only admissible -type evidence ■«*<£«* *"* 
information obtained' fro* highly confidential or anonymous 
sources that is inadmissible* 

m % Summary Reports Received in Espionage Section 

JL8 pointed out above, the Espionage Section has 
certain cases considered for prosecution in which it is 
necessary to prepare summary reports in order to include only 
the admissible evidence. In addition, certain espionage cases 
are included in tne Security Index in which summary reports 
are prepared in accordance with all Security Index cass3 > 
coleredmore fully hereinafter, ^^^^^d f i 

in a very limited number of cases in complicated and involved 
lapionagl investigations, requests the field to prepare sumnary 
reports ^ order to re-evaluate and consider the whole progress 
of the case* 

During January 23 and 29, 1954, a total of 3 summary 
reports were received by all Supervisors in the Espionage 
Section. These reports are -broken down as follows: 

( Jl)*A) Prosecutive summary reports - 1; total pages 4. 

r\ \ Monprosecutive summary reports - 2; total pages 129. 
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~ C. Summary Reports Received in the Internal Security Section 

The total number of reports received by all 
Supervisors in the Internal Security Section for the two-day 
! period January 2d and 29, 1954, is set out as follows: 

< e Uu^ui ~ WtfA-tf \ prosecutive summary reports - 3; total pages 37. 
^V I fhtr X 

' . **f S Nonprosecutive summary reports - 133; total pages 1,394. 

i D # Summary Reports in Security Index Cases 

The program to prepare summary reports in all 
Security Index ca3es was initiated by SAC Letter Number 95 
■ dated September 22, 1951. After preparation of the initial 

summary report, each case is reopened each year thereafter 

for preparation of either an ****** v*ya»*w ,c^*r« us - «~ — * 

! _•«,»"«,.*. * ^ supplemental -summary report is prepared at that 

* tine if sufficient material has been developed* SAC Letter 

1 Number 53-43 dated July 14, 1953, i-.str;:-: zll offices 

except New York to oor.pl at 3. tr.s —,-r^ _ : y-- 7 reports 
in all Security Index cases by July 1±, j.~o^. 

1 Due to the becklog and delinquency in the New York 

Office in security i.ivesti cations, the summary report program 
has been suspended in New York, although New York does submit 

I lummary reports in cases when names are being added to the 

Security Index or when office of origin is being *™s/errea 

i %o another field division. The latest availaole statistics 

indicate the New York Office has submitted approximately 1, ro9 
lummary reports and as of January 15, 1954, New York had 

; 5,838 names in their Security Index. 



Thirty field offices have completed the initial 
Mummarv reports in their Security Index cases. As of 
JaTuarl 1 1954. the remaining tmenty-one offices (New York 
excluded/ reported that 4,702 summaries had to be P™Pzre° 
bv July U 9 1954. That estimate included only cases m whicn 
the 'subject's Security Index card is in the Special Section 
of the Security Index" cases in which no subversive aerogazory 
iifornation nil been submitted in report form since January 1, 
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1949 , and all other routine Security £J« ^^ J% 

* aid not include case, in •**«* »~«J Se0U rity !»*•* •«**•* - 

* the Security Index •«« - £ f £* a \fy SciLty, «*» 

i'ev T^re £ «£ Anctionlry cases, 

7 70 -M ioa Angeles, San Francisco, 
A3 of January 1, 1954 >? a n * L 2 of 3 ,263 summary 
Philadelphia, and Chicago report do, rep0 Tt» 

Uorts to I* prepare* '££,"£ tn tM . .atter pertaining 
mentioned above. The foil £ ^ lomSf 
to these four offices »« 

r^a Anaeles ,■■,,, 

* __ «„ -~ ~*>™mary report- 

j. -n„,+ 72 Aoents ore devoting 
Los Angeles «**~*",*^ P J* r #ort., 49 Agsnts 
4kree fourths 0/ their **»« J'™" ^t groups, ropleu, 
JKJ& to undercover ^^9^ »» * A, / tfteir ti*e; 

etc-fcre •P«" d * B ff.°^ ^tft«?' thon security sgucds ore 
«nd 215 4<?ents oee.oned to orner t ^ ^ fl resuJt are 

o33i0 ned one eum^rv »P^« P^ t/i o/ their t*«e to tms 
devoting approximately °" e J ou tha % appr0X imatelyJ?6_ 
'program. Los ARS^^^ t S f~^mtdTbTi^ to Preparing 
. Ig^yjww^Z P e l e t ^IJ represents the assignment of 

*,. Angeles advised n January **£%*£ oe 
1,648 initial -^j $°%i\E2 *» ^y fi^re cases 
prepared by JiJ» ". i954 ' P ^ 
tr a total of 1,651. 

j.^n it is to be noted that the 

IR this connection, it is T ° . pro ject at this 

tiwff fcas been rec<?«*"*j/ 

#? •» - v» /^ 

// /-r-* S -TL -The >*> ! 7~ iA 6 ** e -f er 7 "~ , 



I HI III I II HI HIT II llilll illll 







n 



j* ,. to o* noted that «cord,n| *°^n«ary a J954 , th . 
Xo« ^nffeles between Jtily 1, £££' ? FOte i„ 98 summory reports 
£* Snfeles qr/t« Prepared a P S« «M. /aJJ^ins in the 
?n Security Index cases o tftsr t „an tho £ } ^^ ». y 
eateries */ °"« »« n* added jj ■„„„ ooses . 

facility cases, and Key x+y* 



r. 



4 

-1 



*an /rcncisco does not « "SpESf *» JYancisco 
exclusiuely to tne prep* ^°*«J£^ X day. to prepare 
•« M *« ** ***** "^ ^f/tnat many 0/ tneir r«a*i»*»* 
a au**ary repor\butP »»™J£; olwM file s and .ill tcKe more 
initial summaries are in muw 

than six days. Acent' 

^. -i.-. +hn* approximately l*u Age><*» 
SaJi ^3** 3 " "*^; P *5Src& 0/ .«*r» report. 

,«„ per ~***%*^SaJaS5i°" *> is ^f/e/ir/approx^atel, 
*r**q represents -^ <f?g /tl,a . ^ — ocTro^ re ported xnan **Pr 

fan/rlLisco, ""^ST^^ prepared to nee ijh* 

£9 initial summary reports need t information *•*£" ^ d 
deadlines/ J^y ^, 1954. For y according to data furmshea 
All ,1, 1953, and January J > J~4, *c reports rcere 

•J" 1 * ** -_ __ '•_„ r^nroriF.ately 420 »ub»u y r . rfi ne w 



' :-4 
■it 



•2£ + 

ft^i'SS'^i S-*?«S"*.J:, and conducts mter^-os of 

' Sec uri*V I*U, sheets. «.,„ „., days 

^TorePare TsuLarfreport. JJW. e(J 

/or one Agent to P^ 1 ^, 170 4 5 ent days per ».«* ^r. « 
eatimates that at *"" raBl or opproxxnately 3_or 

in the summary re P°" p y 
jgentsaresoas^s^^oned* 
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\a 1QS4 Chicago advised that 334 
On January 29, 1954, '^nd 57 summary reports in 
routine initial ^^ZlVf 4^0 series need to be 
* ey figure cases or a total 0/ Beixeen July 1, 

oo^leted by the ffVf, 19 a %'J ding i0 figures suited by 



*ey facility, 



ph-nndelvhia 

, . . . j. rt fc e « fiue /yen* 
jMIod.IpM* estimate* ^°* **tnf caae S and *>o 

.*.- nr*nare a summary report *" fiaure cases. 

days to prepare a * vo iua,inous *ey jig**' 
or three times as such time *» ^^ t 5e use d full time 

S-U**™^ El IrSjtS V-- ^ ». »«• 

on the preparation o/ „ rfnl .„j that 133 

Jt ,. the r.co-.«J.««// ia ^ r f ?. ptf 4. in espionage 
Inte rnal ^^XooVJ^Ar the follow reasons: 
„<j security cases con sidered 

(1 ) In cases where Pro""*) " l' ap tona"ge, Smith 
I ' .,-+7.-^^6 case incluamg * r e 3im mary 



tources. 

- e - 



■i n h i m i — • — rnmr'. — mimai 1 1 
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(,) In front ^anUatU^es ^^^ ' 

report are •"•"^ p * t ^SS.^2. Activities 
evidence for use before the suov diQatea under 

Control Board for the same reason ^ 

2 above. 

+. rn Security Index cases are 
(3) Summary reports m Security j. 

necessary because: 

/ \ vanh Security index case on which a 
(a) Each Secur \* y x . t he thoroughly 

* U ™ aT \ r Z7h\n Zf Ul* and at the Bureau to 
reviewed both m trie j + v± . exists for 

extreme** — r-- 1 ' _j..r.,«.. «* +hg au^niciri/ 

report. 

/fcl information in many Security Index 
(b) W»™«' lat9i 0V er many years. In 
cases has been a °° u ™t °ary re port t it is 
the preparation of the J»»™ » £ in the office 
necessan to doouM»*tt f /*^ totB , „ 5 the 

/ties o/ tfc. orl S l " a ^ rep ^* 3 h ^orwtian fcas 
derogatory W°™at»on. 5«oh W con/tden tial 
6cen receded ouer rfte »«"/ etc# ' By loC ating 

S.o»rlt« I'"" , ' a '''"' Lit, « Wit.4 S*<=«« 

lt p «„r»«. <»<■»«•; ";'»::"» «• ?««: , !?, i i52 








«P 
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4. 

rfc is imperative that we prepare them in 
SJSeJ? At the time of an ^f^ ^ 
will have many other responsibilities ana 
. "port siting to bring these cases up to 
late should be kept at an absolute minimum 
if possible, \ 

/<J) -Once the initial summary report has 
been tlpletea, the problem of a yearly r«»« 
nust, of necessity, be continued to keep on wp 
0/ these oases. Less work will be needed to 
Hill a case up to date each year after the 
bring a case *? »» h&en nrepared. 

initial nummary reporz has been prep 

*++** *nrh yearly review, a report &*+* 
&fUr sucn V^r+v ' t it i3 a summary. 

+« ht> submitted whether or no* * * _ A . 
to Oe 8«o»** & P „ en if the summary report 
Consequently, even ij W * C _ L . .. mnu id not 

release <+i+ ^- r ^ a , J_ v _„ * „ cge u p to 

j personnel will be neeae* yu »*** « c ^ - 

date eacft year. 

re) in view of the importance of the 
' Security Index program in an *** r * en °Vl* 

the summary report program *o 

1 appears *hat oil '■"**" * f * T o/ submitting 

he able to complete the project oj » 

I KlSS •u-tarj report* in eac* case Jy 

July 14, 1954, under our present plans. 

1 (4) In a very limited number of espionage cases 

'• which are comoliccted and involved, even though the 

subject's name is not included in the Security Index, 
the Espionage Section believes it very necessary that 
summary reports be prepared to better evaluate and 
I consider the while progress of the case. 
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em/ir/indum • united states government 



Office Memorandum 



" - ' . ;: DATE: February 2, 

*° %'■■■.. 1951+ ' 



■ 



y 



IKOM 




fUBTBcr: INVESTIGATIVE SUMMARY REPORTS " 



1 » 



•<• - 



t m response to your inquiryTInVestigatiye summary reports 

\ are prepared either on the Initiative of the field> or at the 

request of the Bureau in^the following instances: 

■ 1. In complicated investigations which may involve 

'■ numerous sublects or several related violations or wnere tne 

elects of tne violation to be established are complicated or 
V ' «r e mely important. In such instances it is frequently £«»^ 

or desirable to bring together in one report all of the informa- 
. . Son developed to date in order to correlat e it, weed ™* «£* . 

is irrelevant and unimportant, and to, evaluate the = urrs "^ s " tU3 
i of the investigation in order that its future direction may be 
> decided. 

I 2. w-rtended investigations involving cases which have 

S attended over a period of months and years with the submission 

Sf many reports and the accumulation of a voluminous file. 
! ?n *ch instances it is frequently important that the entire 
, file be carefully reviewed in order that tne pertinent informa- 
tion can be summlrized. This is frequently true in fugitive 
i investigations or in bank robbery investigations and siniilar 

SrswherS it is necessary to take stock of the i™s*iR*"on 

conducted to date in order- to determine tne course c. tne furtner 
• lines of inquiry which, should be pursued. This U especially 

true where a review of the file is to be made for the purpose 
! or setting out leads for additional offices mica nM.no 

nreviouslv engaged In investigation In the case in order to 
! f^rolsh them full background information for use in connection 

with their interviews. It is also of use in tnose cases where 
- U is desired to evaluate the evidence accumulated to prove the 

various elements of the offense so that shortcomings in any 
" : particular may be corrected through additional investigation. 

In general, investigative summary reports are prepared 
to reduce to brief, concise form for the use of the Bureau and s 
■ the various field divisions all of the pertinent facts relating to 

rnarticula- irvestUation. This assists in evaluating the results 
^♦.Tr^to date discovering weaknesses in the investigation pre- 
TlS conducted, ana outlying the course of future investigation. 
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'tBX ATTQBaST GENERAL February 2, 1954 

* - • \ *■'-'''•" • . 

■9.* » » 

,Plr*ctor, 751 



raoGpjix toh apprzb&nsiow a?w detention 

OF Pulbjliti^ GQ*.ZIL^*IEjj rui'^^TIALLY 
MSfGEBOUJ TO THE NATIONAL ZEFEXSE A2W 
PUBLIC 8AIET7 OE TEE UNITED STATES 
FBI File 



Reference is rzade ■ to previous cor.r.uni cat ions 
under the above caotion, including uy aenoranda of 
January 7 end 29, 1054, regarding individuals in 
Federal ez.ployr.ant tcho are included in trie Security 
Index j designated far apprehension in the event of 
a national emergency* 

i - * V 
Please be~advi$<>c~-tr^+J 

employed by the Treasury Departments bureau aj- 
£ngraving and frintingj £aahin<;»on 3 X« £• 

is prcr.cr.tly she subject of an 
investigation under the provisions of Executive 
Order 10450, the results of ic^ich will be disseminated 
promptly upon completion to the. civil Service 
Cor.rAccicn zr.d the Ecpcrt~cnt in zccor-cr.ee with 
existing procedures. 

Investigative reports on 
9 bearing the character " 
have been forwarded previously to the Records 
Administration Branch of the Department* 
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Office' MewuM andum • united stai-es 



GOVERNMENT 



TO 



FROM 




/ 



DATE: February 12, 
1954 



\~S / 



subject: DELINQUENCY 13 SECURITY INVESTICATId.S 



>A? u) ( ,| ' _ 



t -•>. 




SYNOPSIS: 




increased 
in the c n 
delinquen 
SI office 
Of the 21 



Number of pending active matters in the entire field 

slightly from 19,947 to 20,520. The delinquent matters 
tire field increased from 6,749 to 7,494 ana the 
cy increased from' 33 ."2$ to 36.5%. Letters being sent to 
s^ instructing them to reduce tneir backlog and delinquency, 

letters, seven arj?_ a 7.,^ for 






i-i V si h 



"2 



fii.?.ner r.n.p r.nn± i nuance or an uowara 

explanati 
Milwaukee 






or vne ranure to 



i r* i -h 



/•» rt © a o 



Cir r\ h 



ons have been requested of Boston, Cincinnati, Kansas City, 
, Newark, New York and Philadelphia. 




classi- 
number 
Now York 
tcrc and 

entire 
tters in 
the 100 classification from 4,355 to "-1,331 although the mmbcr 
delinquent rose from 2,013 to 2,732, or from approximately 47% 
to 56%. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

Attached for aoproval are letters to Boston, Cincinnati, 
Kansas City, Milwaukee, Newark, New Yor 1 ' and Philadelphia, 
requesting explanations for their delinquent status, as noted in 
paragraph two, above. 
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DETAILS.: 

As you know, since December 1951 we have been closely 
following, on a monthly basis, the twelve field offices having a 
large proportion of our pending security work and since March 1952, 
all offices. We have written letters to the twelve offices and to 
other offices where progress in reducing the backlog of work and 
delinquency has not been satisfactory . 



reflect t 
105 class 
20,520. 
to 7 : 494. 

XrV n ti «#• rt a ry 

matters a 
these cla 
dircc bing 
matters . 
for cithe 
reduce pr 
explanati 
Milwaukee 



The January 1954, administrative 
hat tne total parding active matte 
ifications increased during the mo 
The number of delinquent waiters i 

renr ('sent inn a statixti.nal i.nn-r^n 



reports from all offices 
rs in the 65, luO and 
nth from 19,947 to 
ncreased from. 6,749 

fr»r\m 



.<? f> 






na twenty-three offices reduced th 
ss if i cations. Letters are being s 

the:. 'io reduce tneir l:ac):log and 



P9 o-f +~ ox ^</ 

./» ...->.■—- • ' 

eir delinquency in 



ent to 21 offices 

delinquency in these 
Of the 21 letters, seven are also requesting explanations 

nd or the failure to 
ecuriiy crises. Such 

Cincinnati, Kansas City, 
a. 



r znc- 

^ 1 IT ■>' 

ons a 



continue nee of an upward zre* 

■ i.g .':.;,„/, delinquency in the s 
j e b '.en requested of Boston , 
Tic, i*ew York and phi lade IphU 



The New York Office has approximately 25% of the pending 
active matters in the o5, 100 an;^ luo classifications in the entire 
field* That office has approximately 29,1% of the number of 
delinquent matters in these classifications in the entire field* 
The average delinquency in all other .offices at the end of the 
month wasaoprcximately 36.5%. New York's delinquency increased 
from 43% to 53%. 



the 100 c 
matters i 



The bulk of New York's backlog and delinquency is in 
classification. During January the number of pending active 
in the 100 classification in the New York Office was reduced 
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Tiir 



ii in 



T II Hi I 



~rr j. a 901 rp h „ number of such matters iu/uc7t we 
fro:-. 4,355 to 4,3al. me nunccr 0J dclinruenc 

frlinoucn-b increased /rem S,01o ,0 «,~J,. <■■■<■ 
in classification 100 increased frorr. *,-,,. to oo,„ 



re 

v 



The follo^ir.r st 






and the proijV^ns j or ui.e i^^ j^ 



lect the status of peny^.y 
----- -■ *- -; i jicl c "0 i vg hi .~ is j e r y.- 

j}ecen.h'jr 31 , 1951 , 



Cla ojri- fA 19: tllllt 
65 

100 

105 



m . -» 1 



TO?AL 



rn,—i-~i r> c 



CM ->' 



1 u O 



^^ -<- -it -~ "> r" 7 r '« '-"'7 ~J52 

12-31-51 lO-JU-^ 11-^.=^L Acl-zJ^z. 



1,314 

32,012 

* 

2,895 



%^l I , \S tJ ..'. 



1,102 

20,151 

p ono 






1,118 

20,832 

2,051 



ns n.'i 



TOTAL P rl LJi , . r y"- : -- : 



rrri i r ■ rp ij>\-' p r^ 



1,155 

20,941 



o/< i'Y2 



l-31 r 5 A 
1,116 

21 , lijd 



fJ 'i !ds'1 



'jl a s •? i £ i c cv^^o ?j_£ 
65 


525 


.L > 


• ; ~JJ.-L~— ~ 


227 


180 


- — — - - • •* 




260 


135 


100 
105 


22, 51 o 


» 


4,90 


£.?^_ 


6 . 7 22 

4^7_ 


£ ry r, Q 

571 


Total 


24,762 




6,550 


6, <]55 


6,749 


1 ,-.-.>•-. 



The j 



,i / , ] "7 /-s - i -t" -»-» /^r c> *■" 



^i. -.".'» *-» 



offices since January x, --'-•- 



-■:': t/;-a total of pc^ci:^: 
•■> <~. /' eeli** y,ciic[i oj <..' — .: 
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CIJ^IFlCATI0::S_6^10p_g^A_J.05 
ALL FIELD DI:i5l0hS 





Fencing 


Delinquent 


Percentage 


Date 


Active Hatters 


otters 


Be.]z±DSiV-£I:.±. 


7 '.) 7 cr c; 


24,093 


11,772 


43.8% 


G -&(.*- w'o 


& & , you 


11,233 


K 46.9$ 


3-32-53 


23, 033 


10,390 


47.3% 


\i- — «_• \J »~/\j 


22,1.00 


9,120 


41.5% 


5-31-53 


21,740 


9,730 


44.8% 


6-30-53 


20,970 


9,550 


45.6% 


7-31-53 


20,180 


9,411 


46.6% 


8-31-53 


19,493 


8,495 


43.6% 


9-30-53 


19,224 


7,571 


39.4% 


10-31-53 


19,141 


6,580 


34.3% 


11-30-53 


19,833 


6,655 


33.5% 


12-31-53 


19 b 947 


6, 749 


33.2% 


1-31-54 


20,520 


7,494 


36.5% 


Sl+.a+.iiP n f Scour 


itv_ ~»'o r k In Twelve 


_of_ the ' 





The following statistics reflect the progress of the 
twelve larger offices u-e have been closely following since 
December 1951* " These offices have approximately 80%o of the 
total Security Index cards and a high percentage of the pending 
work and delinquency in classifications 65, 100 and 105 o 

~~ i^jZlpJ^c}rd_lp5 m _%^%2JEhS 

Pending Active percentage 

J. a 1 1 ers l)e linquent 

Office _ , izlilz^^ 12~31~h8 lz31~54 1^1-53 d^31-5 

New lark , ... 

Los Anodes 3,844 1,315 2,192 35% 20% 

tt San yrancisco 2,179 1,652 1,523 47\o 46,, 

Chicago 1,490 907 1,011 25% 28% 
Detroit 

Philadelphia 1,112 1,023 981 o< : - , 40 

Newark 771 1,053 1,105 40% 4' 



Sec 


'■urity 


Indez 


* Ca r l^3 


1- 


7 <^ ' ' S 
J. \' — «~- '. 


5, 


COG 


2, 


179 


1, 


490 


1, 


378 


1, 


112 




771 




687 




675 




603 




515 




50 r 



5,115 




■— <J' j j 


1,315 


2,192 


35% 


1,652 


1 , 553 


47 o 


967 


1,011 


o cr ' 


725 


646 


30% 


1,023 


981 


0< : ">"' > 


1,053 


1,105 


40% 


460 


465 


23' , 


306 


o n o 


(J *■' j.l 


701 


GDI 




370 


orn 


no.' 


A SO 


. ! r '> r> 


«o • > ,• j 



O tC 



Cleveland 687 480 40O ;.\?;, ^ 

Seattle *"* ^ n * °°° °^~' °-'* 
/; i; -i"- n 

J f inn-r--nlio 515 370 358 22\j 1.5 

New Nn-en y>?i?_ ?!19- dlll^ -^ ■ :i °,» 

Total 10,591 14,ou7 14,955 

'-'■' '- 't >iii H ' to '■'• ' ~' fi m } ' f k 'ii » ii » i i n i m iii i i n 



The over-all statistics for the eleven offices other 
than the Hew York Office since June 30, 1952, are as follows: 



Pending 
Active Matters 
(65-100-105±_ 



6-30-52 


14,157 


7-31-52 


13,117 


8-31-52 


. 12,611 


9-30-52 


11,367 


10-31-52 


11,286 


11-30-52 


11,148 


12-31-52 


10,937 


1-31-53 


10,730 


2-28-53 


10,721 


3-31-53 


10,069 


4-30-53 


9, 111 


5-31-53 


9,277 


6-30-53 


8,964 


7-31-53 


o,903 


8-31-53 


8,547 


9-30-53 


8,601 


10-31-53 


8,845 


11-30-53 


9,434 


12-31-53 


9,552 


1-31-54 


9,814 


2^ id York Office 





Bel inquont 

Hatters 
'65^100-105^ 

9,103 

7,965 

ty ercn 

5,732 
4,957 
4,844 
4,578 
4,696 
4,358 
4,019 
2,887 
3,447 
3,532 

o r»tcfl 

3,61c 
3,249 
2,785 
2, 871 
3,261 
3,318 



percentage 

Del inaucnt 

L§Pzl00-105l 

v 64.3% 

60. 7): 

60.2); 

50.4% 
43.9% 
43.5% 
41 . 9% 
43. 8% 
40.6% 
39.9% 
30.7% 
37.2% 

42 't 2% 

A r» Orf 

37.8% 
31.4% f 
30.4% 
34.1% 

33* 8p 



In reoard to the New York Office you will note it has 
the highest Jiunbcr of the pendinn active natter c and the highest 
ptrcentaae of delinquency of the twelve office c listed. Dunn 
January/ the He id York Office increased the number of pending a 
matters' in classifications 65, 100 end 105 by 29 from 5,11b to 
5,144 natters and those delinquent by 545 fron 2,167 vo *,,-*j*, 

During 1953, the Hew York Office made a st 
in delinquent natters in the security classification 
a steady* reduction in the case backlog. During :. r o';o 
the security delinquency dropped bclou 50^ for the first time - ( 

This mas reduced even further in December to 43)j. 



Dur i rig 

ct Ive 
o 

no o 

stea d y reductio n 
s as well as 

■jvenber, 1953, 



in 1953 to 47y Jt 

The latter figure corparcs favorably ::nth the January, 
delinquency of 7C% in the security classifications. 



7 O fT', 1 



in 



tie 



above, 



• Durinq the vast month, houevcr, Now York delinquency 

security classifications too':.: en upward trend, cs noted 
V/e are ashing lieu York to advise as to the factors 

- *J — 



r 



J 



responsible for such 
Status Qf_Secj2ritjj_J}i 



increas 



e and their plan3 for reducing delinquency. 



ork in the Regaining FortiLj) J flice£ 



The remain 
percentage of deling 
in classifications 
progress daring Janu 
the smaller offices 
and 105 and their en 
100 matterso 



Office 



ing forty offices are listed according to the 
uency on January 31, 1953, in total matters 
q, 100 end 105. ihese statistics reflect the 
an/, 1954. It should be noted that many of 
have no vending matters in classifications 65 

is in cldssification 



# Kansas City 

# Albuquerque 

# Little Rock 

# Cincinnati 

# Buffalo 

•a Jjilv.iaukee 

# Baltimore 

# Norfolk 
So.ti Jv.av. 

», tIJ. V - - . -• - 

« San Antonio 

Pittsburgh 

)/ash inyton Field 

Albany 

J'noxville 
•"* "ie aphis 
-::• Omaha 

# phoenix 
Richmond. 

bait Lake City 

Denver 

Louisville 

Portland 

Atlanta 

Indianapolis 

Birmingham 

l(o bile 

Springfield 

Miami 

San Diego 

Houston 

Butte 

Charlotte 

New Orleans 

Anchorage 

Okldsor.a City 



ire penamg i 


oacr:iog 


Pending 




Act i v e j.- a ' 


iters 


12-31-53 


1-31-54 


94 


86 


86 


108 


20 


22 


299 


299 


209 


252 


214 


222 


364 


418 


30 


38 


170 


i pi 

A W ml. 


232 


262 


42 


45 


317 


311 


960 


1 } 076 


261 


244 


22 


42 


41 


45 


66 


59 


79 


80 


54 


60 


62 


49 


177 > 


161 


44 


46 


78 


93 


55 


73 


166 


165 


45 


39 


33 


34 


123 


135 


121 


163 


191 


164 


56 


45 


46 


49' 


53 


65 


116 


113 


42 


40 


74 


C9 



Percental 


?e 




Del incuent 




25-32-53 


i 


•31-54 


32 % 






24% 




40% 


10% 




39% 


38% 
25% 




35% 
34<o 


27^ ■ 




33% 


18% 




32% 






29% 


1 Or 7 




r\r\r?1 


J.V/U 




tJO ,o 


24)o 




zu% 


19% 




27% 


20% 




26%> 


2o/j 




26% 


32% 




25% 


5% 




25% 


33% 




25%, 






K '' 


24% 




25% 


Cjkf ,o 




2oyo 


26% 




25% 


31% 




24% 


9~/0 




24% 


26% 




ocv y 


35% 




or / 


xjO/a 






11% 




7 S 


7 9''' 




7 1 ■■' 


27% 




20% 


7 ' 




19% 


18% 




19% 


25% 




7P"' 


Or;,' 




1 'V 


op . f 




16% 


19% 




7 n ' 


07'' 




13% 



o>~> / > 



12,. 



~nnnrr 



- n 



T 



III lllll :l III 



i'ofo 



OUlPJL 



Savannah 
Dallas 
El Paso 
Honolulu 



Pend 


ing 


Active 11 


atters 


22-31-53 


1-31-54 


37 


31 


77 


93 


32 


36 


62 


44 



Percentage 
Delinquent 
12-31-53 1-31-54 



cont 'd 



19% 

20% 

0% 

6% 



12% 
10% 

0% 

oti 



Total 



5 j 280 



5,562 



# Letters sent to offices indicated regarding delinquent status 
as of 1-31-51. See pcge eight herein. 

• 
During January, fifteen offices vere able to reduce 
their pending active work load and twenty offices reduced their 
delinquency* 

The following figures illustrate the progress of the 
forty offices as a whole" sir.ce June 30, 1952, as reflected in 
the administrative report^: 



pate 

6-30-52 

7-31-52 

8-31-52 

9-30-52 

10-31-52 

11-30-52 

12-31-52 

1-31-53 

2-28-53 

3-31-53 

4-30-53 

5-31-53 

6-30-53 

7-31- 53 



Pending 
Active 21a tters 
' ((55-100-105) 


Delinquent 

"atters 
(65-100-105 


8,417 


3,842 


7,776 


3,156 


6,928 


3,054 


6,198 


2,109 


6,126 


1,279 


6,129 • 


1,703 


6, 223 


1,691 


6,080 


1,554 


6,103 


1,515 


5,936 


1,542 


5,864 


1,414 


4,897 


1,726 


5,611 


1,577 


5,146 


1,350 



Percentage 
D elinquent 

45.6% 

40.6% 

44.0% 

34. 0% 

20.8% 

27.8% 

27.2% 



&0. O.o 



24.8% 
26.0% 
24.1% 
29.3% 
28.1% 
26.4'!, 



TTIBTTT 



T 



date 



6-31-53 

9-3 0-55 

10-31-53 

11-30-53 

12-31-53 

1-31-51 



Pending 
Active letters 



5,095 
5,050 
4, 987 
5,160 
5,280 
5,502 



Del inqne.nt 
Ipattcrs 

1,323 

1,219 
1,0b'/ 

1,301 
1,444 



percentage 

ir? i i nan -jn t 

26.0% 
21*1% 
21 . 0-o 

Of\ 7 -' 

24.6-0 



Letters to the Field 

As noted prcuictusly, we are sending 21 letters to the 
offices having excessive delinquency and whicn nave ^been ^ahj.o 
to reduce it satisfactorily, instructing .nor, 'go v-.„3 a.iyropr^ 
measures to or ma tne inuej»igationn in r,ne svcuri ;.u «'; '^-"'^V *" 
'r.n+irs^* + rs n ~ : , >— c r . + status. Letters cv c being dirsc\::a ~s ~:ic 
office's indicated by asterisks on pages four and six herein. 
It will be noted that the security delinquency oj Those ojjices 
for the month cf January, li-J-i, appears in -,ne exvreaa ngnv no 
column of the two lists on pages fovr ana s^x. 



se 



a (., 



Xansas City, _ii.-aa.>:e<j , .. 
subm i t cxpl a na t isr.s as ~zl 



■■ I t C-' If I •-> W J- 



nt s 



V It, 

to 



a s no zed i n d e tail 



in the attached letters to Those seven offices 



\>/ 



- ~ 



V 



II ill 



[till 111 



III llil III 



/ 



SAC, Thiladelphia 



Director, ?VI . ..C! 



February 15 > !•>**■ 
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~ -rji'ITY J"=V TICV.T1..J 



J D 



c ■ 



I 



4 



(../.: J»jJ 



v.--- --- 



-,■•-. !*,-» ^ 



t-> 



■t-~v1^"53 '-T\:' 



11 



/ - 



January 1-S -v.^« ;S / V - J "^~ w-., ^, r .^r-v ~o: t-s 

has iOt.i.j ■-■•♦ ■--■-• ■- ■ _ . ^ _ . . ri »- ::..::;,!- 

to rLuueo '■-" - ,; -- - L - 

i ■ ■ 






O'.'iO i' C' 



O x «. 



£ O^.K-1' 



the' *- 'v. vcrio : yoor jclinc^ency :i.i c-:.^ u... 
the -cun^cl ::.i^ — -» ^ v. -'. 



in 






i. <«_» — ' 



.-.">-♦ 10 -:cr c 






i.Ov -..-'-- .*---» - -. _ ^ 

:,.)".• .it.,- -i ^O ,- '-'J ./ -"* 



The ,-"ui'-."i'-i ■•" 



«J : ' .'.J. : > 



i'2 0'J o-oiLy 



inver ti :::ticr.r cr 4 ; 
ill o in t "; in o .<. i n ^ • i '-"' ■ 



toe r- -i'j r.ui.o.iw 



Owner 



r» ' i • /"j o 



i 

- -( 






the 



V-l. 

C':tC; v,_ 



- . f- .- ■ ■ -^ -> ■ 



:.\\c 



lo ht cc::t, ns of Jonanr7,;i, 

r '. r.(/< /'i 



v^r-.U:.i-v: 



•:r)i/:i;--.Ui<->Tl, :.':' 



1954, ■•.- 

v ' -/• .'. o o ■ ' 
to L't: o 



the other i.ri^::A,x .;io.i-Ji^-; - 



s 







rMHtt- 
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Office Memorandum • united state, government 

date: february 5, 
TO i 1954 



ROM > 



fOBjECi: /secURITT I21DE1 SUBJECTS 

S* ENTERim TEE ARMED SERVICES 

I to -the director' of 

THe *™' h °«™TrT™n f aTo cases involvinfsecurity^^ 
2^>-54 sets out our ^^/^^"ed Services. It is stated 
subjects who become uenber a of *" e Ar ish t0 the Attorney 

..therein that as a General policy »ea° no* J ^ menoe rs 

I--r u ^T4*s.°"^sr2 Thin »„.«**«- ^^1^ 

^ j-fc^, n+^nrhed memorandum: ± 

fte J>i«o*or M, «otrf o^tfc- «*^2r 0/ such persons and 

I***.. f^Vntlu* the respon Abilities. B.' >• 

let sane **«« P°* n * ou * the resp -- . lrector », 

' " ■ - ^, ->-.» -",•. s+ios ^ ^ n * with *fte ^""^ s 

re Su« initiated.-.- ^--:|- ths attorney C-meral m each 

Unstructions «* *™*™g retel S? *■* .r«« on ,no,e *«»»^- 
Luch instance. r« are also r.u _ ; _ l "--'-''-' 

1 j„ +h« /med forces -z.,o *-■-_-.- _,, /--eid cheofcs xnese cases 

now in the Arneu t rnder. Since i>;s /'«» c "= those persons 

carried in our o-c- ~, w> t t0 de ter^me »/*»;" P inaei iats 

to the Attorney General. ■_ ,/ 






i£ZI ^\ , *• „, *h e reuieto 0/ the case files of; 

« \ fl) Upon completion of the reu**» j t De ol u ■ 

=& v ™r S e eurf*V !»«•* subjects no» _*» «"^*£» % r ima ' e diate 
f^the foraer security j- identification Division jo 

/ furnish their names to the f- / aervi0 es. 
checks at the appropriate mw u 

i„„ h*+meen the actual 
f 2 ) Since there is in »« '"JJ^ e * " ^ni, : ^ 
ind the recording of sane m viiJ.ita.rj r diate steps 



y * 



juj 



(3) As soon as the verifications have been made, 
.the names of the former Security Index subjects who are still 
\in the Armed Services will be forwarded to the Attorney General. 
*The Attorney General will also be advised that the Armed Services 
have complete responsibility for any individual as long as he is 
connected with the service* ^ 




- 2 - 



-Office Memo f a.Jum • united st^ * government 
JJ /6/J p) 

DATE: rebm 3^ 195 4- 



to i THE DIRECTOR 



noM i 



fUBjBCT: policy RELATING TO CASES INVOLVING- SECURITY INDEX 
SUBJECTS WHO BECOME MEMBERS OF THE ARMED SERVICES 
Internal Security - C 



asked to be advised regarding x the handling ^qf 
Security Index cases when the subject becomes a member of the 
armed forces. 



P 



Whenever the subject of a security case 
Included *n nnr. xprcuritu rha ex oecom.es a member o 



his name is 



ihose nam.e is 

xhe armed forces 3 



appropriate 



i m ~i ediat eiv del _ 
branch 



;arv 



from our Security Index . The. 
advi sed ana, is furnished with copie s 



subject 



13 



advis ed 
rrom the service. A tickler is then set 



reports concerning the subject. Je also recuest to be. 



se paratea ______ 

'ice eric each six months a check is' made to zeterr.ir.q_ 



whether the 
it the sub iect 



s ubject_ has b een release d .from the arm ed fore e s 
is aiscnarged 



from, tne military service. 




*s »# 1* r\ n r» *t /■»*%*»* r% >■» n 



r% /■»/-! -^ w >» /■» 






U V - 
It k O 



It^llkC 



7} 'he n 
we im me diately 
should aoain be 



our Security index. 



a member 



Under 

of the 



activities ana 



of tne military 



the Delimitations Agreement as long as the sub.iec .t_L3. 
armed services they' have full responsibili ty Jjojl_hi_ 
xaking an y necessar y action ag ainst him._ "embers 
not subject 



"or 

are 



to tne or puis ions 0,; 



Program and we do not make 



ne Securit y_o j_ 

lgy.a lt v in vestigations 



Government E^plo_y ees 

"re ia r di ng~ thes e_ p eople ♦ 

pi this connection the Director asked "Have we furnished A. 
names of all persons in the Armed Services which are in our Security 
iTrdexp" As a general policy inasmuch as we have no respo nsibility^ 
regarding members of the military service, we ao not fuj^ish^o_jthe_ 



G. 



Attorney J} ensral 
" members 
as 



tne names 



of our Security Index subjects who _ become^ 
The exception is whenever the Department 
inclusion of the name of an individual 



of the armed forces. 

,.-w "specifically approved the 

in our Security Index: we then advise the Department when hi3 name 
is deleted therefrom. Jt is^ not believed the Attorney General would 
inte res ted 
become 



be 



n 



wno 
have 



receiving the name 3 
armed 



of our Secu r ity inde x subj ects 

forces masmucn as ur th at poin t we 



members of tne . 

no res20J_ybilit y for tne ir act iviti es either . undej_o.ur_ Security 



Index program or~u nd e'rthe S ecurity of Government Employees p rogram. 







- * - /f* 
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Office Memorandum • united states government 

date: February 12 ,^ 
TO i TEE DIRECTOR _ 2954 



ROM » / 

■f tmpct: 'SECURITY INDEX " J' 



To advise you of the total cards in the security 
index and of the total number approved by the Department to 
date. 

The following is a report on the increase in the 
Security Index since the last count was furnished to you 
on January 8, 1954* 



Week of 



New Cards 


Cards 


Net 


Added 


Cancelled 
14 


Increase 


119 


105 


81 


21 


60 


119 


13 


101 


121 


14 


107 


100 


26 


74 



January 9-15 
January 16-22 
January 23-23 

February 6-12 

Total 540 93 447 

Tor your information, during the preceding four- 
week period 369 cards were added and 63 cards vere cancelled, 
a net increase of 301 cards. 






(I 



The Security Index count as of today is 24,515. 



There is no change in the number of cards that have 
been specifically approved by the Department, the number 
being 3,335. No names have been disapproved. 

fiCTIOX : j ' 

c. This is for your information. 

• ■ - ■• ■■■ 



i 




C\ 



< » 



, r . - -- _ e, SECTION — Under existing Bureau 

( M) t'SKCURITY IMr . - -ar-OGR APHICA LSE cixon maintained in 

•ir.stracttWs-Seoui-xc ,-dex °^ds ^e ^equ ^ of PD-122 when - 

SS glSSSnSf ^ a su^ecThas Ig^^S^fS^U-t 

Since the fixing of Security ^f'^St 
ical Section is governed byres! -co a r e , th -^-^ ^ 

Sn'SKM cy vS^^^E&in the discretion of each 

To insure uniformity throughout the f leg in .«* ^ ' 

Sted^fic^i^^ 

cards of (1) sub jects jtfhose adaresbe- are u^-^ 



enacted to result in the 



prompt location 01 






1/5/5 1 * 

SAC LETTER NO. 5^-1 



h 



{ 



In the event the Detention Program is initiated, the 
cases fallen? in both catascries (1) and (2) above should be given 
■'Tr^ediat- ^d intensive investigation to i-Cauc ^.^e ^~ u ~~wo ^^ 
coverage of leads outstanding. The cards in the first category, 
where verification is pending within the same division, sncuid be 
utilized immediately to either apprehend those suojects at tneir 
places of employment, if known, or serve as a flag to refer to tne 
case files where the available leads will be reflected, ra .he 
cases in category (2), above, the immediate review oi^those Secu.ioy 
Index cards will dictate the utilization of the case files co ioiIo,/ 
leads in the other division to effect those subjects' prompt 
apprehensicn 

You are -^m* nded that according to the Manual cf In- 
structions Form FB-126 ray not be submitted until the presence of 
a subject in another division has actually been verinea cv t..at 
division. During the interim that such verification is peneing, 
the cards will have been amended to reflect both adaress and 
employment as "unknown." 

It is recognized that the above procedure may not be 
found necessary in these offices having relatively few Se^uri ;v^ ^ 
Index subjects and for that reason tne breai'iown snoulu ::• ..._-^-<:~ 
only in the event an office has situations falling within the two 
categories^ above. 

The Security T n dox cards to be included in the "Verifi- 
cation Pending" breakdown of the Geographical Section will, rf 
course, be those in the process of routine changes oi auurcu,, 
"Vs d'-'-l- -u'sn-s them cci;nl<jtely from .the catc—sries which aualif.' 
fo- inclusion in the Unavailable Section. 'This .l.Ui-ir.c tion should 
be'pointccTcut specifically to your Agents:, 



T 



TT 
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Office lyLenwrundum • united staies government 

TO , datb: February 19, 

1954 






fXOM t 



o 

subject: SECURITY INDEX - 



During the past week, 44 new card3 were added to 
the Security Index and 13 cards were cancelled, a net 
increase of 31 cards* 

The Security Index count as of today is 24,546* 

ACTION : 

None* This is for your information. 



TTIBTTT T ' I It II 1 III! ' 1WT II III I 






SECRET 



i^J 



THE ATTORNEY GENERAL February 25, I95U. 

Director, FBI 

EMERGENCY DETENTION PROGRAM 

FBI File . , 

Reference is made to orevious memoranda 
regarding individuals considered Potentially dangerous 
to the national security presently employed in the 
Federal Government, 

Please be advised that 

who is included in the Security inaex, nas 
recently been emoloyed by the United States naval 
Ordnance Plant, Indianaoolis. Indiana. 



is presently ihe 
«m, >>•»«/%£ Qf o n investigation under the "rovi-^ions of 
Secutive~Order~10U5o7 ^ e results of which will be 
disseminated oromntly uoon completion to the Civil 
Service Commission and the Department in accordance 
with existing procedure s« 

Investigative reports on , bearing 

the character ' h £V0 been 

forwarded previously to the necords Administration 
Branch of the Department* 



X; 



/ 
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'Office Memorandum^ • united states government 



TO 



DATE: Feb. 9, 1954< 



noH t 



SUBJECT: 



j^J& _ 



In accordance with the Director's desires, the one hundred cases ^ 
specified in the attached list have? been reviewed either by me or in my 

office to determine if the Bureau is in any way vulnerable in having these in- 
dividuals on thV Security Inde x. In all cases, except one, there are sound grour^ 
'for the inclusion of the individual on the Security Index. 



IssTTT 



If r 



/(>%) 



I think this is a borderline case and inclusion oithia individual 
on the list would not embarrass the Bureau. 



i There are several cases in which, in my opinion, a report should 

i be submitted at the earliest possible date consistent with the more urgent 
I security matters. These cases are as follows: 



Pa ^ 
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Office lihmor^idum • united stax-s government 

oatb: Tebruary 17, 
TO i \ 1954 



IftOM 



A-: 



•D1JBCT: REVISIONS - _ v m ™, re , 

JGtfffXL 0/ RULES AND RIGULATIOFS 
AND TBI HANDBOOK 

attached memorandum from to «• Btr.ctor 

dated /eoruary 10, 1054, note, that *^ e ^ r ^ tng 
ODproysd the dissemnction 0/ an SAC Let _' er Trained before 
lift field that prior Bureau approval «wt ° b ICeh 

l+h* or^Darotion 0/ prosecutive summary reports. Sue* 
'^/ruc-tions necessitate certain caances *» J^/tnTm' 
Bules and Regulations, Section 4, page 12, and in the FBI 
Handbook, part I, page 40. 

ACTIO!'' : 

There are attached hereto the required changes 

in the Manual of xuj.ea «<»u. «* y — . - 

Eandbooi, as noted above. 



TTIBTTT II 1111'" IF! 111 II II III! 






2-/7-5y 



February 1? 9 1954 



PROPOSED CHANGE IN 
MANUAL OF RULES AND REGULATIONS 



Section 4, Page 12 * 

Under "d» Summary Reports," left-hand column 
dealing with Prosecutive Summary reports, 
delete that portion of item (2) which states 
"Only in major and complicated cases and upon 
specific instructions of SAC or Bureau*" 
Insert therefor "Only with specific Bureau 
approval or upon Bureau instructions in major 
and complicated cases." 



PROPOSED CHANGE IN 
FBI HANDBOOK 



Part J, Page 40 



At top of page, left-hand column, dealing with 
Prosecutive Summary reports, delete that portion 
of item 56, B, which reads: "Only in major and 
complicated cases and upon specific instructions 
of SAC or Bureau*" Insert therefor the following! 
"Only with specific Bureau approval or upon Bureau 
instructions, in major and complicated cases*" 



IE / 



ENCLOSURE 

n an T : 1 1 It II III hi'" imr ' 111 III 
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Office MemOTCyddum • UNITED STAIiSS GOVERNMENT 

datb: February 18, 
ro « 1954 



ROM t 



: SECURITY INDEX 



- d^^i 



V - 



,DBJECr: PREPARATIolr OF SWJMARY ^EPMTS 

*» 
DETAILS : 

Attached is a memorandum from to 

of 2-9-54 which notes that has completed the review 

of Security Index cases. It is stated that of the _ , one 

of oe*'"'*"*/ j. a „ £ e considered 

cose, involving * y ~ 

debatable, although as a borderline case the inclusion of 
in the Security index would not embarrass the Bureau. 
activities are summarised in the attached, reflecting : (1 J 
Contributions for defense of Communist pa rty national l***era 
convicted in 1949. (2) Daily lorker subscriber 194? 1949 and 
1950. (3) Allegation of CP membership in 19*6 based on observations 
of reliable informant. (4) interviewed with negative results m 
October, 1953. iv was also noted that is employed as a 

railroad fireman. 

Since this case was reviewed by , the Pittsburgh 

Office, origin in the case has submitzed a summary report 

setting out the following additional data regaraing : 

fl) in 1951 1952 and 1953 he oaid a total of $30.00 for sub- 
scriptions to the "Daily Vcrker" ana "Worker." (2) He visited 
CP headquarters in Pittsburgh on to donate ±2.U0 to the 

"Daily Worker''' Fund. (3) Attempted to recruit fvr zhe CP and 
disseminated copies of "Daily Worker" on railroaa property m 
1948 and 1949. (4) Attended CP rally in 1949. 

It would apDear that inclusion in the Security 

index is amply justified with the receipt of the more recent 
data, above* 

The attached memorandum 'suggests on page 2 that up-to-date 
reports should be submitted on nine specified cases. A review of 
these cases inaicates that they are a part of the backlog of cases 
scheduled for summary reports by the Detroit, Indianapolis, 
Tos Anaeles. San Francisco and New York offices. The deaanne for 
these reports is 7-14-54, except New York, and these offices have 
assured the 3ureau that the aeadline will be met. As you know, 

\ 



/-: 



New York is exempted from the summary report program at present 
but we are following them closely with regard to resumption as * 
soon as circumstances permit* 

in the absence of any unusual considerations, it does 
not appear that these nine cases should be aistinauished fr^m 
the otner Security index cases of the same type scheduled for 
reports, and it does not appear ihaz the above offices should 
be asked to give them preferred attention, 

RECO'l-fENDED: 



That no action be taken a 
"the nine cases mentioned by 



will follow the submission of reports in ti 
others of the same type scheduled by the o, 



this time with regard to 
. If you avorove. we 



ese c 
ess 






-sea along with 
concerned* 



in in 
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jOffice TS/iemo) undum • united sta^, government 

to , T*e Director datb: February 10 

JXOM » . 

A/ 

•J ' lOTjEcr: SUMMARY REPORTS 

SYNOPSIS : -wC^c^r ' TV *r - > '^-* - -''■ ' -/ 

4ttoc/ied Executives ' Conference memorandum dealing with 
- - tajMiary reports, dated 2-3-54, on page /iue states: "The yearly 

supplemental summary reports (in Security Index cases) ao not 
increase the work in the fieia as the field would have to sucmit 
investigative reports which would contain the same information. 
You asked "isn't this a duplication then? H." No duplication 
involve d sir.ee the suppJUmentaJ^ujjmary^ Jn__s etting out _only 
yZTun reDortsd inforTiation , is actual ly in lieu J>f_j£ves?J&aj ive 
report"* On uaae six of attached memorandum, al3o aealing wizn 
'Security index' summary reports, you inquired "Jhat about the 
New York situation? E." New York did not resume preparation of 
these reports because of heavy backlog in pending security cases. 
in conjunction with inspection of New York Office, memoranaum, 
t0 dated 12-12-53, estimated 65 additional 

I - Agents required to bring New York to current status in summary 

[report project in one year, recommended against sich allocation 
in view' of more pressing demands in other phases of security 
wo rk. jew York exhibited un usual_j?ro gre sa in rt ducing_de_l_ inqji ency 
and oac frlfl£L-i n s ecurj ty w ork_d urinq 1903^ J2on±\nuc, t i Qn_in_ thi^ 
Tirection lei no followed J n orae r that r e su mpti ^ __?X_J u mmariL_ 
TAPcyrt ~pro_U_c t_ -. a V b e co r ? i c e r e d as__so o n a3 circumstance s permit^ 
On page two of attached memorandum, referring to . prQSSC UlAU£ 

summary repo rts, has noted "Continue but_re^u_ir_e 

Seat of Gove rnnent a p-proval _before^ preparation of any pros ec uzive 
8ummar ies7 n ' ~~fns 't ruction e m b o died in SA C Let ter atta c aed for 
' approva i r }<anu al_siRd-Mft nr i haak chances are being prepared. 

RECO 11IENDA TION : 

Subject to your approval there is attached a 
proposed SAC Letter instructing the field that prior Bureau 
approval must be obtained before the preparation of prosecutive 
summary reports* _ ' . * 
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DETAILS : 

Attached is Executives' Conference memorandum of 
February 3, 1954, dealing with summary reports under the 
following categories: prosecutive Summary Reports, 
Investigative Summary Reports ana Security Index Summary 
Reports , 

On page five, last paragraph, it is stated "The 
yearly supplemental summary reports (in Security Inaex cases) 
do not increase tne work in the field as the field would 
have to submit investigative reports which would contain the 
same information." Tou ~ioted: "Isn't this a duplication 
thenp H* n In response to your inquiry, this procedure does 
not entail any duplication in reporting . The supplemental 
summary report brings the file up-to-date incorporating 
the unreported material in the file m It is prepared in 
accordance with the general instructions we have issued 
regarding summary reports and is submitted in lieu of an 
investigative report which is not required. 

On page six, also dealing with the Security Index 
summary reports, you asked ir 'tfhat about the New York situation? H. ,f 
As you know, New York was exempted from resumption of this 
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program because of their heavy backlog of pending security 
cases* These cases require preferred attention, of course, 
since they must be investigated to determine if Security 
Index cards are warranted. During, the recent inspection 
of the New York Office it was reported in a memorandum from 

to " dated December 12, 1953, that 65 
additional Agents would be required for one year to bring 
the summary report program to a current status in that 
office* The utilisation of an additional 65 Agents for such 
purpose was not recommended, however, 3ince they could more 
profitably be used in otner phases of security work considered 
more pre33ing at this time* 

It should be noted that New York does submit summary 
reports (1) when they are the initial reports in cases in which 
the subject is being included in the Security Index; (2) when 
the subject moves to another field office territory and 
(3) when the Bureau specifically requests them* By letter 
of February 1, ±954, New York advised that under this program 
they have submitted 1,699' of 5,493 summary reports scheduled, 
approximately 31%. 

As you know, the New York Office has made unusually 
good progress in reducing their security delinquency during the 
past year, from 76% in January, 1953 to 43% as* of December 31, 
1953* They have aiso been able to reduce their oendina backlog 
in security cases from 7,266 to 5,115 during the' same period. 

We are following New York closely on the matter of 
further reducing their security delinquency and will at the 
same time give consideration to resumption of the summary 
report program at the first opportunity when circumstances 
permit. 



With regard to prosecutive summary reports, on page 
two of the attached memorandum % has noted* "continue 

but require Seat of Government aoprcval before preparation of 
any prosecutive summaries." Thi3 instruction is embodied 
in the proposed SAC Letter attached hereto for apnroual. 
Manual and Handbook changes are being^ prepared. 
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|| Security Index Summary Reports 
The present policy : 



II 



» A program to prepare summary reports in all Security 

I Index cases wa3 instituted by SAC Letter No* 95) Ser*i»a 19.51. 
dated September 22, 1951. After preparation of the initial 
summary report, an auxiliary summary report is reouired each 
year. As of January 1, 1954, 30 field offices have completed 

Ithe initial summary reports in these cases. Because of the 
condition of security work in New York, that office was given 
a moratorium on the project. Hew York does submit summary 
t'eports on new ca3e3 and, therefore, has submitted 1,759 reports 
ut of a total of 5j338 names on their Security Index. 

In the remaining 21 field offices the program will 
be completed by July 14, 1954, calling for a total of 4,702 
summary reports left to be completed a3 of now. Of this number 
Los Angeles, San Francisco 9 Philadelphia and Chicago reported 
a total of 3,263 summary reports to he prepared. 

A check of these 4 offices shows that while the 
summary reports are distributed over large groups of Agents 
the estimated Agent day3 per week spent on summary reports 
the following number of Agents being utilized on this project 
in terns of Agent days - L03 Angeles, 99: San F ran cisco, 2 5; 
Chicago, 3d; Philade lphia, 2l._--jo? a ^^L^LJlZJi^ These offices 
have approximately zarez-fouru.h3 of the remaining summary reports 
to be completed. Therefore, applying this ratio to the 179 
\ a gent 3, approximately ^AO^ agents are being ^ util ized i n all of fices 
\at the present time to complete tn.13 project by July' 14, 1 954*. 



reflect 



-4- 



U- 



TIT 



umORAKDmi FOR THE DIRECTOR 



/te 9- 



It should be remembered that Los Angeles fell 
behind on this program and for that reason has had to put a 
large amount of manpower on the program to complete it by 
July 14. The remaining offices do not have a heavy amount of 
manpower on the program* 

Discontinuance of the program will not release 240 
agents because the agents would still be required to submit 
investigative reports in many of these cases instead of the 
summary reports tney are now preparing. Discontinuance of the 
program would save the time required to go back through 
the files to bring together and document information secured 
through previous investigation and reported by investigative 
\\repcrt. 

Executives' Conference Recom mendation: 

I Messrs. -^ .- .- ' . •* ' 

recommended that we continue this summary 
[report program for the following reasons: 

(1) As the Department is not reviewing for approval our security 
{ reports, the Bureau is taking the responsibility for those persons 

included on the Security Index. This requires that we must be 
sure that the cases are sound on Security Index subjects. 

(2) "any of the investigative rworts submitted up to 1951 
were not documented to show the actual source of the information 
developed against the subjects. The sugary report program 
requires co^vlste documentation so that we can back up tne 
information we have, l-ince 1951 we have required documentation 
not only in summary reoorts but in investigative reports. If we 
discontinue our summary reoort program, we will not be aDle to 
back up properly information contained in investigative reports 
prior to 1951. 

(3) It took a tremendous amount of supervision and pressure 
on the field to get this program' implemented. The field has 
accepted it and it is nearly completed. If we discontinue it 
or declare a moratorium, we will again have to overcome the 
inertia of the field to get the program completed. 

(4) The yearly supplemental summary reports do not increase 
It he work in the field as the field would_Jiave to submit investiga- 
tive reports which would contain the same information^ 
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(5) The preparation of summary reports requires detailed 
review of each case and reevaluazi on of the case. It is 
imperative that we continue at periodic intervals to reevaluate 
every case on -che Security Index in view of our responsibility* 
The summary report requires the field to reevaluate the case 
and furnishes the basis for reevaluation at the Seat of Govern- 
ment* 7 t 'ith our limited number of Supervisors at zhe Seat of 
Government j we could ncrt otherwise reevaluate these cases* 

(6) By Jwly 14, 1954, this program will have been completed 
and manpower will be available for ozher pressing assignments* 

recommended the di scontinuance of this 



summary report program on zhe basi3 



an 



.-? -r'r 



zae 



tive reporzs are sufficient 
necessary* oSsm, *4~g ■>&-*. 

recommended that 
on the remaining part of the summar 
January 1, 1955, at which time it u 



that he felt that investi ga- 
summary reporzs are not 




a moratorium be declared 
t report program until 

■ulz :■: -£3u:.i3a* 



We will be guided by the majority recommendations 
of the Executives 1 Conference unless you advise to the contrary* 



Respectfully, 

Tor the Conference 
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Assistant Attorney 
Criminal division 



Director, FBI 
8SCTBITT IZTEZ £TST~ 
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February 24, 1954 
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'*'.- There is attached hereto a current list of 
the nav.es of the individuals maintained in -cue 
Security Index. Maizes included in the main portion 
Of the lint are arranged alphabetically. Tr.c nar.ec 
of individuals coning inithin five designated groups 
are listed on separate panes. Following flow nose 
*"xt is information reflecting the race, sex, birth date, 
YV Bureau file number and the Bureau field office cover* 
i\/ "ing the residence of the indiviaual. 






"It is requested that this list be given 
utmost sec'j.ri'Z'.:* 



Attachment 
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Espionage Section of the Special Section not 

included. 

The five designated groups are: 

Foreign Government Employees 

Uhited Vat Ions Employees / 

pro-Tito Yugoslavs 

ff. S. Government Employees ' . y 

Atqnic Energy Program Employees 
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, J* ftbruary 24, 1034 

deputy Attorney General 

Jiirootor, / ul " t , 

SUE3GEUCJ L'STSNTIOlf P300BA31 . ; -^ 

This is to advise you -that upon the induction 
into the Ar«xd oarjicaa of subjects listed -in our 
Searitv Ir,~e~, me delate their ncnes there rrcr., since 
under the ;.e limitations Atrree~.ent the *i liter y services 
ct that ooint cj3L7. : .s cov.ulete responsibility for such 
individuals* ** advise the appropriate branch of tne 
Armed cervices of the tacit jround and subversive 
activities of o'-c/i such susject by furnishing the* 
copies of investigative reports* 

According to our records* there are 54 
individuals no-'j st-rvin? in the .^r.ned forces xho at 
the tine of their entry into military an r vice vere 
designated for detention by thia Bureau in the event 
of national eneryency* 

J thought yov ~oul:l lV:e to hnosj the 
identities of these persons and for' that reason I cm 
attaching hereto a lUt containing their nar.es, broken 
doisn accord?.? to the -i^izzry cor.-oonent isith vhich 
they ars con:.ecssdm *hcir ~s.~ss s.t ci.zvy i..*o ».s 
services are indicated under zhe respective nanes V. 

end on the right ere noted their current assignments 
cs developed ir/ a recent check of appropriate nilitary 
records at -.ashin^ton, £• Cm, and in the ficld m 

It nay be observed that » 

United states Army, and * Uniiea States 

Kavy, hav3 been in nilitary service over an eztenced 
period* enlisted in 13<1S t~r.d ha3 regained in 

the service continuously since vhxt tir.e* ^!e uaii removed 
fron the list of persons designated for apprehension 
under the then-existing dustoaial retention iro-r.?i:n, 

because of his entry into military service. 

enlisted in the United States ::avy on Auyust 23 9 1J42, 

I 
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, .„ +%„+ h-~nch -without ir.tcrr option to 



and 

dat« 

■at canaille* upon 



Copies of rep*'** in ^"^"t^^iS" 11 

** ■ . .. A.. „^ - ;<? scores AasLiniotr-^^ion 



forwarded prsvia^iv T0 
Branch of th€ jjtpartxenv. 



y* vtll continue to advise vo* on a f"^J 
U of t" Security i«J« «W«c* V n™r*r* -Ui-oiV 
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'-Office Mm^andtm • united s^-bs government 



TO 



DATBr February 9, 
1954 



noM < 



tcjEcr/sECURITY imSZ Snifters 



Gen 



* ™ „f P-S-5* noted that in compliance with the 
Uy memorandum of f-f' 5 * "!*:",-• t n S practice of advisir.'j 
Director's instructions *e *aue ™l?%.;r. s ,.-' 7ec - enters the i«s 
the Attorney General wnen ^ecurig-^ . — ■ , >o „ sr £ecuri -t y jr.der 

/orces. Further, K »" ^^erlrfM mere being reviewed and upon 
subjects already m military serm os ^ » De rsons would be . 

ueri/ied by W inquiry o* *«« °«£ 0J £; w of/ices origin in auen 
S^i^^^ o^rposs^i^^r^ rJo.rdU rfischarpes - recoras 
in Washington. 

The 61 case files of ^'°"£' £%£% ZrllTfor 
ar .d thejndividua^ [ na«. 'JZ^liluZ. The fieU is J^U^ _ 

r ^ied"WZr7f^-ioo^y h< ,utli*ar V ^^l^Zcalse 
Zlre possible, in so^e »»»*££*?£*£«<> l0 cal sources are 
X^^^^s^lonnections. 

Upon completion ^ ^^% £" st^e^ Jo^a, 
will be pr om P tly ad^ed of the J ent %»> J reaponaibtli ty 

yol^Vferfo^sdlUiVtlfir military service. . 
nvtcoiDSEnnATi ons : 

subjects. ■.■-*. 



possible, in the cases sped/ied. 



:ed 






(N) KEY FACILITIES - PLANT INFORMANTS - Your attention Is directed 
to paragraph M of SAC Letter 53-12 dated February 3, 1953, and SAC 
Letter 53-51 dated July 21, 1953, with which all continental offices 
were furnished appropriate state sections of the sixth edition 
of the Department of Defense Master Geographical Key Facilities _ 
?Lt designated as KFL (P). You were advised at that time that the 
Department cf Defend would from time to time issue corrected pages 
to reflect any additions, deletions or other changes. 

Due to the many changes, the Department of Defense 
has prepared a seventh edition of the Key Facilities List which 
la dated December 31, 1953, and referred to as KFL (G). *™ 
will note that each line in which a change has occurred has been 
appropriately marked. However, many of the changes recorded in 
the new KFL (G) will have no effect upon the operations of the 
♦Bureau. 

The bottom of each oae:e of this new edition of the Key 
Facilities List is marked "Original." ^ou will note a column 
on the extreme right of each page headed CH. NO. The appearance 
of the letter "G" in this column represents a change in the line • 
ODPOsite that letter. For example, if the address of a facility^ 
was Dr*v*o"sly listed Incorrectly and is now being correctea ana 
no otheVchanges with respect to that facility have been maae . 
?he symbol will appear only opposite the line affecting the address 
of the facility. If a new facility has been added, the letter 
"0" will apDear opposite each line pertaining to the facility, 
such as thename, address and products involved. In such latter 
case the letter "G" may appear three or more times with respect 
* to the one facility. 

If a facility has been deleted, the geographical 
reference number will anpear in the KFL (G) with the word "Deleted 
fSliSred by the letter "a." In such cases it will be necessary 
to refer to the KFL (F) now in your possession t» determine the 
name of that facility In such instances a notation should 6e 
Sade in vour file cowring this facility that the facility involved 
was deleted from the Key Facilities List by KFL {.G.) 

It will also be noted that in a few instances the 
geographical reference number has been changed This has occurred 
in those instances in which the facility was originally listed in 
one city or town and later determined to be located in another 
city or town. Due to its change in locality and its subsequent 
change of position in the Key Facilities List, the Department of 
Defense has assigned a different geographical reference number. 
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AX! such changes are ^Xf^i^^ 

^^"^curit/lndexlarls W**^ £&%? xnSefanfcorrected 
ing on Security! n " k d throU gh your Security the 

U„tru«tlon. confined p. ' . t „. lncho „«, Honolulu 

cover*"* ~V*r ?F} furnished you with SAC Leu longer 

sections. KFL |£^ lu _ hould be destroyed when o ^ TipctiC ns and 

adjustments in connect* 
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DVERNMENT 



TO 



Mi 



date: February 17, 195k 

ft 



<ubiectv / SFCUPITY index ST7*J2CTS 

/' „ Reference is made to^r.^P HIIIIIM Wl q ^ 
memorandum to Mr.UH !«■ i !«■■■■■ 

There is attached a list setting forth the latest 
mere is auu files of the armed services 

available information from the I lies ol 

and the Veterans Administration. 

Attachment 
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Bufile x 

D? TAIL! i m 

The virsctor hzs instructed that xe aiuise i\s 
Department of int identities of former :.*c:~rit)j l.njes 
3±3jcac3 no'^ 5e>"vini in t .? Ameri *orc?3 cv* icint 
Qi±t me fioz i;-t z.e in itzry 3£rui~€3 r.a'je c r> • ■ ieto 
reeoonoih il i t. for -i^cn . eri :n-el m 

>y zezGran-i*..* of recruar>j ~- f UcA, nozei i-u-iZ 
the Identification Division ja? entering t-ie ^resent 
8izt:3 of r-Vjjf s^bj-.cis a;i, in jiz*} of tie iav in 
t^c r^sors inj o ,' i^'j-.jr/fij in, liinarv reoorjo in 
SGSninjijn f "•-.."., t.ne field w33 ai30 casing 
appropriate inquiries* 

Theze -• '■> .*■ ~ -_- .• ->-: L'^ i-~.? *?ren -'i^I^tri a "*J i- ._3 
£«c/j uerifie'S i-'iai ^4 former ^isz'irlli SnUcs z.+ bjecta 
are naj struin- zltn tne Arzcd :.or^ioea » 



V *" A -T» F * J » m. 
•7 1 .' 1 ■ 1 T 



Subject io .!?-j.r zn irons! f t r ierc ij .; I c . - : :• -. 

r <; 3 .*- G'J J & o i i £ ; £/ -/ l»i -4 r taJ > c re e 3 / or :-.:if ■-* * ; <.. ;:« 
GAd no tin j -.ait &e mil nertz - z-~ r a:^»ac tt» l£;.±rz- 
aent li i'.iivi-i -22 c.izcz if : .« ..--. :,.-;. »',:; , *«.' til ;-:>;, 
f^rt/ice of .ccunzy ±r.~sj: Ou^Jzczo. 
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„i- 77 new cards mere added 
During the vast «»«*£« ^cancelled, a 
to the Security Inaex arid 17 ca. ds me 

. jr-^-rop a? 54 cards* 
net increase q< ^ 

Ke Security Index count as of today >3 24,600. 



ACTION: 



gone. This is for your information. 
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Office Memorandum • united states' government 

HKTEi February 24 s 
TO i 2954 

ROM < 

iubject: & SECURITY INDEX— PREPARATION OF 

smatARY 'reports 

Bufile 
SUGGESTION #93-54 

DETAILS : 

Attached is a suggestion originating with the Phila- 
delphia Office regarding the documentation on admmistrazive 
pages of "investigative summary reports in security cases. 

has solicited the comments of the 
fnternal Security Section. 

Under existing instructions, when the office prepar- 
ing such a report does not possess the documentary data 
regardina specific items in the report, that office proceeds 
to submit the report but notes on the administrative pages 
at the appropriate places "Awaiting Documentation." Upon the 
receipt 'of the data from the other offices, the office 
preparing the report submits amended, complete administrative 
pages. As you know, the "documentation" referred to above is 
the data we require on the administrative pages in the 
Security Index summary reports setting out the history and 
exact location in field office files of the information 
in the reports in order that the original material may be 
fount! expeditiously in the event of a national emergency. 

The attached suggestion would allow the office sub- 
mitting the report to 3imDly leave blank spaces when the 
documentation is not available. Thereafter, upon receipt 
of the required data, the submitting office woula by letter 
furnish the data to the offices receiving the report. The 
latter offices would then insert the documentary data by 
typing, of if minor amendments, by hand printing in ink. 

- v: '• The Philadelphia field supervisor advises against 

the adoption of this suggestion as noted on page 2 of the 
'attached, vointing out that additions would be too numerous 
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and present more chance 

making extensive adaiti 

entirely correct. Ever 

well as the Bureau, wou 

type on the admin is traz 

upon their receipt by 1 

report. It appears me 

from thi3 procedure, re 

office prepare the amen 

instructions. further, 

such errors maae by tne 



of error by having multiple offices 
ons. This observation appears to ,s 
v office receiving tne report, as 
la be required tc aisassemble and 
ive pages, the specific entries 
otter from the office submitting the 
loanable that errors wouia result 
ther than having the submitting 
fed vaaes as required under present 
"no 'office could be aware of any 
other offices receiving the report. 



r + «hnuld be nrt»d that svace difficulties would 
Xt should be ^llnentary data as developea, m.gnz 

b %-r^caf4 ; 4;e # 3,ace TaTtnat "allocated by the office 
well require ,jre sp entail preparation cf 

l^^la^^^eri practice the attached suggestion 
seeks to avoid. 
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That thi3 memorandum be referrea to zne r ■ ^- a "^. 

%ss&\T$?z s&sn si suss :s.:«». 
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February 25, 1 



Director, TBI 

suszesuer iztz^icu pzc^ui 

TBI rile 




fede ml J ^ - ^ r;*.^ft s« 



mubiect of an invciti ration under the rroufSiona of 
g «'cr^r 10-50, tM result, of v^cHvillle 

Service cordis a ion and tue ±8 par v.. em, ™ 
with e^i3t*»J procedures* 

Investitive reports on , fcearinr? 

. have been 

the character M,^i' a *f«+iflfl 

forttarded vrcvionsly to the Records Adzini3~r~.ia~ 

Branch of the ZeportaenVm 
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Btreetor, FBI 



'X\?IOMZirT PMTT Of P2S3T0 RICO 
I£T£n3AL SZCSMTT • S . j 
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ThU 'la to advise you of the resorted current 
mm*bmr**i»o' trie atonal is* i^rtv of i^erto r.ieo 
%£*} ) and lertinent Bia*i*ttc 9/ foloii*9 to those ^ 

&Ma£o ore indeed in tht'ij^ri^J^S^^^^ 

Since the CctoZcr, iviv ? nr.rUir^ in 
cards or Laa r^intainad »*»&«wop i^*s. ^ V 

r«I*ttW# «o«rc«a *.^t tfcer* »er« approriMtely *u5 
ZP'-z cCharcr.tJ residing In /^^a Sico. ; ..j *^-> 

reported fro* reliable ooumeo as 113. The to.al 
membership, therefore, is reported as Sl«. 

Of the 4Q5 adherent* in Puerto H<co, 267 
have been pieces in the ±ec»rity indesansi * r * 
Mhject to crpr^en^ton in the event oj a ^ionul 
VLr- c~c». >H 120 HrfPs ->.er:hers m the vn:.csd t-te* 
• 7 ., in i<*. 's^i-ritij in-jes and acxmional 

f« developed, ^-- - - 

ffeert is set oti* ft*re*na/t*r a tabulation 0/ 
jf/>?3 Sec-.rtiv index ovbjeot* by field office i 



Sen Juan 

i*c» York 

Chicago 

Xevark 

Hew Haven 

lash in ton yield 

Philadelphia 

Atlanta 

Total 



267 

SI 

20 

7 

I 
2 
2 
I 



330 
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jt~?* -" ' — -"" 4 ^j 






^ ":' J1U /ongoing i* b*in? furnished for yar 

f > tmformation in light of t<i# outbreak of ulvlsr.c* by 

: . * «*aier* of cavtiG-iffd -rrranizztinn in t>»« sous* of 

Bcpreseazat lugs j« u&rci 1 9 ij*j4* 
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A 



Office Uemor.Uum • united sta.e government 

..-......./,: datb: March 5,1954 

TO i 



ROM » 

r 



SUBJECT 

7 



VSZCUZITI IHBEI ._•:_- - • " . 

mring the past weeK, HO new cordsw" added 
to the SecTny 9 inael and 11 cards vere cancelled, a 
net increase of 99 cards. 

. Th e Security Index count as of today is 24,699. 

ACTION : 

None. This is for your information. 



Ill Hi Hill " 



SAC, Saltier € 



March 10, 1954 



Btr*ctor t HI 



ELM A3 V03rj:itt B »«*/ 
Muali* Cult 0/ X3icua, a*a 

:-^';::?.? i-...?2QZ ACT - i->^'J 

ciisPisACi* O 

XUTZTMAL ZS3V51TT - C 






_ <£^ev^ J 



£«uri«t o/ Trinary 2 5, 2354, cduisi^ of «• 
„ M ^*{ C . i, ',5'ir «//tc« in record to tft« e?»<nc «j a 
ZtJiZ cZ*.t* MM***!* a/Jill*^ 81 r* «.i« 

Cult I* citiv* <•-. tour territory, you 3ft0jJ f '™ 3 ,!;.,l l8 

5 ?.» >«« I.-k— -- **- i'Jii'tsri' i*ff*«o?! of *** "-''*» 
r"t-^ i7*H«'""/>-«I«'»/ X«l^»" «"• ^ cs **"* participant* 

o/ *a# Lilt, -*e t : ;ia t*.*<* ** - 3 ?i0 * -** >ira \v« «?««. * 

In roUt lo-j stc^t tfta* officers c id actio* 
p I **<,<-.-* f^itffi^ data is obtained ypon km*c* to 
procedure is ceo«ptai>I«. 

tA« orfciti^t'o* cad identify if a«»«r«. 

Ih« 33r«ca t!««a not ocr.. »i*J iroar P'"*'" 

V h .> re ,ort^lj a ccptoin of -«.ila "«''V" "i»* 

• # jtjc /act Viai &<iCh c s^rton 



II 111 



4 . - I 






*-»<„» of leadership re-iutre* 

* Baltimore letter *.**« 



. - .i 



III 1(11 111 



deputy Attorney ^enercl 
director, TBI 



' uarvfi 16 9 1054 



ZTZU'?I : - ! $ PZQG^UX 



K 



TBI rile 



pefsrenc* is **-• to oreuUv* wo ™da 
addressed to - .*. • ';;.■'..,;,.„.., < n -■■., »^ i v of the 
(mitrfa state* >jqsjh ?*&***• 

Please be advized that > 

mh0 *e »««« clears* on ths Ujta se* *»•*«-$ ,,, 4 
nmoranta of * ^^J^> / ^\ ^ n +' ^ c *' a 
%\±%* n A£V^t J ^lce*r*l*rl^, Los AnyeUs, 
California* . -*s s^-v-o t>a «* _^ v 

regains ii.ic^cr*_7«:d # 

Tsu srs /art.... • ■•»- _ ^ _ 

, on «*;.io:;«e c/ tftd /•ter-n3 ,.-•... i;;J-;,;;" 

tnciuaitm i.t :-ie-^=£r.,.-.C.'.-4-i.-..~. , -;..-f -** ^- 

tfangcrau* to its KZiorvzl aec*my. 



jj/io a;aa 



■*aV/.'tf*j'rcr* City, *<-* -*** ( - Cn - <G . ; . 

the course cf sucn %r.uei t ; >i ton. ;- : "'f^ "/ _,'^ : .;, ;,::, 
0/ ?Jc* 4, i*tf. to Assistant s.TXornev »*ner** 






0/ v- ' 

to > 
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Office Memorandum • united sw 



ES GOVERNMENT 



TO 



PROM 




DATBj 2/23/54 



SUBJECT: 



aXsi 



STANDARDS FOR OPENINa\ECURITrj(ATTEB 
INVESTIGATIONS. ON INDIVIDUALS K 

SYNOPSIS: 

The following questions have been raised by 
| concernina Security Matter investigations on 

I individuals: f 

&" "~ (1) Are our criteria sufficiently elastic toy opening 

new Security Matter investigations. 

- .:; (2) Are there enough grounds to open an investigation 

under present standards. 

Tn .»n»««MM ntth **' openina of Se cur itv Matter 
investigations' the Manual ^'^^Ul^ards "To^aslre the 
not possible *^^^^*%$^ n ^ ^w' ,-«*^„t and discretion 
dangerousness of ir.dzvi . tals ■ an^ so n~ ,- -Jar-uai states that 

must be aovlied in opening ynese case s. <he~auas * 
, coses should be opened on indiviauaU > -mo £" _^' ™r", or / ani . 
[following c-t.«ori.« "*"£?»£ [J^l^^n^f revolutionary 
Rations subseauent ^l^fUarevo^tionaru *ovenent sv.cn as 

n^TnT^^enZ*'^ 
r- 9 ,l ; Vr°™'de- f'd iv^^tals who are alleaed to have oeen a 

<•■■> The Manual also states .-chat the above is not an all- 

' inclusive standard, sound judanent and discretion nust he used, 
finciusiut a./-»u. ' , .. -t-hn-i- rn in^i^i^ual nan 5e a threat, 
\and where there is a doubt una. an in-i^i ; jai ? ^ ^ ^ 

(to internal security x.ie <?, «:. :; . -- ;^ n ^ c: , 3? , a^ecrfl 
interest o/seenntv. -ie *tan..~r,^ ., o , -->,.* 
to be snffinientVj elastic. 



I 



t 



A Hatch Act investigation was conducted on Telfo^-' 
Taylor in 1942 as he was renorted. to be on the active indie* 
of the American Peace Mobilisation. Ve denied member shin 



my /'roil 



tioni 
1 94 2 - 



I 



1949 



o r 



that* organization but admitted memdoershin 

Lawyers Guild. He served in the TT . &. Arm, . . „..„ 

and was released frorn active duty as a briaadier general. 

a time during 1942 he was Small Defense Plants Administrator, 

He is reportedly practicing law in New York. Taylor has voiced 

criticism of Senator McCarthy and Senator McCarthy has been 

critical of Taylor. 



OJz*+J} r 



& 



Early in. 195.? 'the Internal Security S 
Domestic Intelligence- division reviewed the fil 



Section of the 
e and file 
references on Taylor to determine whether an investination 

On 1 2/l 1/5? , wh ils t h is file rev iew process 

" ... z - rjii ie + t yp e summary 

"he Internal Security 



should be conducted . On 12/11/5?, wn 

was underway, the New 'fork Office sub* :(,*<= 

of pertinent data in its file on Taylor. 



Tn o 



Kington Field Office and dew iork 

.. , _ . , review office files, and, for 

a summary on Taylor rather than conduct a 
because Ta-.'lor iwas a controversial uublic 

7 Rese r-'es . a do s sibilit*/ 



~~ 7 



in 



the Art 



e McCarthy Committee , and 



r. 



DUt 

.rec' 
carr 



ter readiest 

be fo 7 % e it wi 



~h 



h^d 
a r 

i n v es- 

' the 



conduct a fiill 
.0 v' -*- b e ca'i.se * 

- ■-, . - — -. — /-, -w, :■ ->' p 7 

T\i s report in a s 
i-^'lor was a r.erber 
1942; Co. rne^ie 



" f 




Section decided to request '< r a 

to contact reliable informants 

New York to submit 

.full investigation 

figure, a brir-ad ier ce< 

he m i c h t be s u 'coo era e d 

Drevic z 1 '■ inre s "icnte '* him, '-the le 

investigation zad been dictated 

C-2 on 12/24/55 requested the -' 

tigation. This request was net 

reasons set forth above, c,z. --\ L/d/5- 

New York :;ere direc^e--- ~~ r:-:'--'.^w "''/>; " ,. " 

for New York to submit a summary res-ort, 

'submitted 1/22/54, v:hich reflected that 1 

of the National Lawyer.' duild from '1925 - 

Institute 'or International Peace, 1949 - 1951; member of 

American Veterans Committee in 1952; and was reverted to have 

been in contact with and or associated either with members o/\ 

or indiv- -d-:-: c closely affiliated with, the Communist Tartv. 

Some of these individuals he had recommended for jobs, others 

the relationship avoeared to be that of Attorney-Client. 

Domestic Intelligence Division does not believe th^t any furih- 

investigate on would be desirable because of the reasons set 

forth and because sufficient information has been developed ^ , 

to evaluate Taylor from a security standpoint. '}^fc s*. s&*+J*Jj »-'--' 

Domestic Intelligence division states that if the 
same facts were available on a noncontroversial figure as 
were available on Taylor, an investigation would be conducts- . 
It apoears that there was sufficient grounds to oven an invrr- 
tiaaxion on Taylor but the limited type of investigation was 
deri rable. 



\v*~*" 
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Be commendation s : 

(l) That the field again be advi3ed that standards 
listed for opening investigations are not all inclusive s and 
that where there is doubt that an individual may be a current 
threat to the internal security of the nation, investigation 
should be conducted* Domestic Intelligence Division agrees 
with the recommendation. ♦ ~v. 



V*i- 



(2) It is recommended that the field again be ' 
advised that where there is an accumulation of unresolved 
information of a possible subversive nature in the field 
Oj j ice j ifj.es on an in^.ivz^ucj.y such as une ^plains d 
association with Comw.unist party members, this information 
should be carefully evaluated to determine whether an 
investigation is warranted. Domestic Intelligence Division 
agrees* t 



W 



(3) It is recommended ihzt a letter be sent to 
the SAC at Hew York pointing out that the information 
available to 'Jew York on prior to 1/6/54 was 

sufficient to open and conduct an investigation. 




- lb - 
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DETAILS: 

• In connection with a ««««»<!«« dated P/2/54 from 

to concerning > c " c 

following questions mere raised by 

(1) Are our criteria sufficiently elastic for open- 
ing new Security Matter ^investigations. 

(2) Are there enough grounds to open an investigation 
on Taylor under present standards. 

«+.nr,«nriis Fo r n~*n,nn Secure, Invest iaat f on , on Tndividnals 

The nriaorv purnoses of Security Hatter investigations 

of individla'Jl™ to Lternine ^ ^1 f^e^He IT 
+L +h* in+prnal security and to determine if there nave oe-n 
to the internal sec n u oj » individual is con- 



ct •+ r„'~«~ -- ,^^ fl ^ s :ohioh determine .as to pettier an 

AH, Security Matter investigations have a ^Z \Z fellrTt^ 
Kith the standards for placing an individual on the Secuntj 

* Index. 

Section 87C o? the L'anual 'of Instructions contains 

„ r c,.ir. , » -— -n ^.usf ,:s sirs — 

! danaerousness of individual memDers or «./•/ dis-r^i^* mus* 

j categories: 

j ( fl ; Membership in basic' revolutionary organizations 

. subsequent to l/l/49. 

j faj Espousing line of revolirtionarv fliouercents. 

(t) Special traininq in a revolutionary movement. 

' " fi) Ami individual who has received trainina in 

(1) the Lenin School or trainina in a aubversxue 

movement abroad. 

nr ii mini inn " 



. ) 

■'■<* 



/6ll 



h 



w assays:/?, zwviz: '-- 

lutionary organ* rations. 



(dj Military Service 



(1) 
(2) 



has served in the Abrahamr 



Any individual who 
Lincoln Brigade. ^ 

Any individual »ho f°lZ\lt\rrVolu\roiary 
been a member of one of the w ^ 

croups at any time and nas ae Military forces 
of Strategic Services or m tne »uu a J 
of any country. 

. , *„~m+iea if the individual is 
(e) Employment in key Z 80 *****" /£,., of the basic 
all e 9 ed J hive been at any t«. » «? ^f s T/ fi /ient subversive 



r/; 



Inciiutduols with wi/oluttonorv oelie/s. 



j.- „ .0+ forth aooue, the Manual 
relieving the enumeration set for. It 

contains the following statement* * 

„ is not intended ^^^^s"^^^ 
an all inclusive standard /°^f ^"Ld variety of ^versive 
individuals. Because of the *)** ™" ge it ts inperaUue That 

activity in which an individual may ^9 a 9 e , evalaating the 
, you exercise sound judgMBt a«J d .cr *»o» » owJ af/iliat „ 

importance and danaerousness 0/ indiv ^^ations. There are 
1 0/ the oasic revolutionary and /ronr y necessory to c«MHJ«r 
SLu, /actors and P°«* 6 *. 11 **" ^ion should be instituted m each 
Tn determining wnetn.r """^^^tiffction should be unaer- 
instance. Decision as to ^ netn J :r n „ " ila - Dle m each case. Jhere 
\aVenmust be based on 'potion a.ailao current threat to the 
there is doubt that an mdi "^"^^"stion 03 to whether 
\ internal security of the nation f« h ^*J° res0 Iued in the 
[investigation should oe ^J^^TcaTes already existing must 
interest of security. ■?"""*£ * ^* d % determine t»at i»oort«t 
> e constantly a-^d "r'ff 1 ^ ^.f^tention necessary in keeping 
^oT^sVo^s^mtieV}or-the internal security. 

Th ese provisions .,«!- **».«*. that y^'g^r 
h . opened on any J^'".^' /,'" ^" , f^ tta /nuestiyation 
standards /or o.emny ^"^f^Hn which there is a douot as ,- 
should be opened on «»^ »^ 1 ^;^; t o the internal security. 
whe ther he may be a current threat siraWe . 

These etandaras are elastic 



7 






for opening investigations. Ee stated, however, that this is 
a borderline case and noted that on 12/11/53 the New York 
Office sent a teletype to the Bureau setting forth a summary 
of information in its files on . The teletype did not 

contain any information as to whether an investigation was 
being conducted by New York. 

The Domestic Intelligence Division agrees that the 
information on in the possession of the Bureau prior 

to 1/6/54 did not' fall within any of the enumerated standards 
for opening cases, but it is of the opinion that the 
instructions issued concerning the opening of cases are 
sufficiently broad and elastic to warrant the opening of a 
case on • The responsibility for opening cases is placed 

\\on the SAC of each office;- however, the Bureau does have the 
j responsibility of instructing the field to open a case, or 
1 determine if an investigation is actually being conducted when 
it appears that the facts in the possession of the Bureau 
warrant an investigation* 

Cone J.US » ons • 

(1) The criteria for opening new cases are sufficiently 
elastic. It is suggested, however, that it be re-emphasised to 

\the field that the^ standards listed for opening investigations 

Iare not all inclusive , and that where there is doubt that an 
individual may be a current threat to the internal security of 
the nation, an investigation should be conducted* It is suggest 
that the field again be advised that where there is an accumula- 

Ition of unresolved information of a possible subversive nature 
on an individual, all information in office files should be 
evaluated to determine whether investigation is warranted* 

(2) There were sufficient grounds to open an investi- 
gation on '. . o under .current standards* It is believed 

that the limited-type investigation which was ordered was 

1 desirable because was a controversial figure at that 

time, and had a full investigation been conducted it could well 
have been embarrassing to the Bureau* The statement mace in -zhe 
memorandum of 1/29/54 from i vo that 

information developed on _ _ does not warrant a security 
investigation under Bureau standards was a poor choice of words 
and should have been further explained* There were sufficient 



-or7 
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MS/ 



grounds, in the inte 
under current 
not meet anj of the 
in the Manual of In3 
inence of and 

that a limited-tupe 
It is believed that 
ordered was desirabl 
and had a full inves 
been embarrassing to 



rest of security, to open an investigation on 

standards even though the allecations di* 
specifically enumerated standards set forth 
tructions. However, because of the nrom- 
the current publicity the facts also dictated 
investigation be conducted.* This was done, 
the limited-tupe investigation which was 
e "because is a controversial figure, 

tigation been conducted it could well have 
the Bureau. ■ * 
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Office TS/i&17l6 * attduTft • united st'TES government 



TO 



v datb: March 9, 1954 



IKOM I 



i 



tUBjEcr: {STANDARDS FOR OPENINGS? EC DEITY MATTER 
' ^INVESTIGATIONS ON INDIVIDUALS 



o 



££c<j**+y -J-s-'irs " f o_ 



— /o «rv"-' <" 



jtj accordance with the 3 approved recommendations 
appearing in the attached memorandum from to 

dated February 23, 1954, there are attached* 



ed SAC Letter re-empha 
the i/anual of instruct 
curtty investigations . 
s lis zed for opening i 

and' that where there 
y be a current threat 
inveszigaz ion should b 
the proposed SAC Lette 
s an accumulation of u 

subversive nature in 
ualy such as unexplain 
ty members, this infor 
luated to determine wh 



1) A propos 
contained in 
opening of se 
the categorie 
all-inclus ive 
individual ma 
security, an 
In addition j 
where there i 
of a poss ible 
on an individ 
Communist par 
carefully eva 
is warranted. 

2) A letter to the SAC at New York pointing out that 
the information available to New York on was 
sufficient to open and conduct a security investigation. 



sizing instructions 
ions regarding the 

It poiri'~3 out- that 
nveszigazions are r,ot 
13 any doubt an 
to zhe internal 
e conducted . 
r re-emphasises that 
nresolved information 
the field office files 
ed association with 
mation should be 
ether an investigation 
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JJ 



TO 



'ROM 



THE DIRECTOR 



DATE: March 11,^34- 



MR. 



'*&& 



P> 



U 



///•* 



/ 



tuajsrt: SECURITY INDEX,- ■'' ' 

-ftt QUEST FOZsCaiUIXAL DIVISION TO BEVIES SPECIAL CASES 



A 



% 





\ 



Tou have inquired whether the Criminal Division and 
Assistant Attorney General k^^gimm^^^'-'^^A have been given 
a list of the names of special individuals concerning whom 
me want an opinion as to listing their names in the Security 
Index • v 

The names have been furnished to the Criminal 
Division and to Mr* *~ m *~igm They include persons identified 
as U* S* Gover nment Employ ees ( 19 included - 3 approved by 
Department) ; unVFecTllz tie ns Empl o yees (7 included - 1 approved 
by Department) ; lore i in Government Employee^ ('3$ included - 



••• 



Department' J and Atomic EnergiJ^Pr'ogram. Employees 

m not Approved by 'Department ) . Originally we Jin 

requested the Department T s opinion as to whether the names of 
\34 persons identified as prominent • in the business and profession 



J.8 approved by Depar 
(l included and 



y we s in additio' 
al 



[fields should be added to the Security Index* That number has 
\been reduced bo 32* One individual is no lonaer considered 
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iuccn rcru «___ 

prominent and has been added to the Security Index and the 
Department advised* One individual was cooperative on interview 
and is not considered dangerous at this time* 

The Criminal Division is fully aware of the identities 
of all individuals included in the above categories * Each 
c month when an up-to-date Security Index list is furnished to 

I-uhe Department, the names in the 4 categories mentioned above 
are set out on separate sheets to the Hot. ezc.„ cheet 



■ Q ({\\ specif ically identified* The prominent inzi ■ iij.als are not 
jh S^ on the Security Index list at this time but they have been 
jq ^^'specifically named in memoranda to -the Department * Investigative 
lo'V'VO V reports have been furnished to the Department ir each case* There 
>C V V \ have been no approvals receive", from the Departmen t in t h e 4 






-he Attorneu 



. «J '_ *■ w 



e m,p loye e cat e a cri es me n t i : . e :.'. _• .: . 
adv'isea u s o n ^-30^-5^3^tJ} a .^^''-^ :ja 
re'vieu' of^llJSecuj^ityljidex cases^ ^ By 

he""c~ia'ied that the CrimAnal Division would review and considei 
the Index all individuals in the 4 categories and those considered 

s n -j/! is matter 




en eral 
- i nui ng~'i;*:e -i en er al * 
.is memorandum of 11-17-53 

for 



vj 



%?m5i', <$$ 



v-~.-^.„. 



This is for your informztiorB*- 



prominent . A brief bad: .round of the developme 

inq the last year is set out on the attachment i ! 'X T 

ACTION 

i~yLt&qchment 






W ~. 
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y ' 
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ENCLOSURE / 

"I !■ Ill "T 



3-16-53 - advised preliminary reviews of the cases of 

"the 34 prominent individuals specifically named" 
had been made but that he was withholding final 
determination until the Criminal Division has further 
experience in processing Security Index cases. 

9-24-53 - In memorandum to we advised that each 

month when we send an up-to-date Security Index 
list to him, the U. S. Government EmDloyees on 
the Security Index are specifically 'identified on 
a separate sheet and we suggested that prior 
consideration be given to the review of those cases. 
No approvals or disapprovals have been received since 
that date in that category . 

10-15-53 - After receiving a letter from the Attorney General 

that the Criminal Division was discontinuing the I 

review of Security Index cases, we replied bu \ 

• memorandum to the Attorney General an'd ur^ed" that \ 

the Criminal Division continue to review the u".~3. \ 

Government, United Nations, Foreign Government and I 

Atomic Energy Program employees as well as the 34 I 

prominent persons. In that memorandum we listed by I 
name the 34 prominent persons inasmuch as they are 

not included in the Security Index and uje have been i 

following the Department regarding their nmes since i 
May 24, 1951. a copy of that memorandum was sent to 



11-17-53 - The Attorney General advised that he had instructed 
the Criminal Division to continue the review of a 
limited number of special types of cases, specifically 
subjects m the 4 employee categories mentioned above 
as well as the names of the prominent individuals 
specifically listed in our memorandum of 10-15-53. 

12-18-53 - At your instruction, . • - conferred with 

of the Criminal Division concerning the 
34 cases on prominent individuals in view of the 
i^VSVL G l nsra1 ' 2 statement in his memorandum of 
11-17-53 that tne Criminal Division would review 
those cases. checked in the matter and 



M 



! 



3*..~i 



.:. ,x, 



•' 



J631 



- 7ed . back advising that these cases 

it H.ina marked on and that he would push thia 

IVo^ctaloZand he hoped .. »ould begin getting 

results in the near future. 

ZZ h &£\Tn a £'*o the Security Inde*. Jr. advised ,he 

to 6e potentially dangerous at th« t**«. On 2-15-54, 
by memorandum agreed with -our observations. 

On March 5, 1954, me received a memorandum from 

the Criminal Division regarding +'iVi e +he state 

- 7 ,• «+ow n<si-inn ?i5? to determine zne svai,e 
prominent uersons listed, asking j,sjo 

of his health. H/« *r£ 40/ if -Thi*. 

/ 



CV > r . - 2 - 



//** 



r^\ 



DO-« 

Optics op Director 
pkosral bureau op investigation 
united states department op justice 

March 10, 1954 



has beeryadvised you 
desire to know if the domestic 
Intelligence Divisior/has furnished 
the Criminal Division with a list of 
special names on die Security Index 
which we want analyzed, and if 
has received it. 



t/vC J 
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Office M.e?m>andum 



TO 



, THE DIRECTOR 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 



DATE 



.narch IS ,1954 




^J^?nv,ttiTY HIDE AS* .'— 




Air. 
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Office ft&ei?.. .'..., ..Jttt • united: v overnment 

TO « DATB: 2/23/5^ 



7KOM > 




•uBjEpr? SECURITY IKDEX CAHD STATISTICS 

There are attached^owo copies of a table shoving by Field 
Office the total nur.be r of^SecuritxJCndex Cards in our files. 
This table indicates the nationalistic tendency, and the danger- 
ousness classification, sex, race, citizenship status, and others 
on one of the " special rt lists. A'key to the abbreviations is 
also included. 

I These statistics are based on Statistical Section records 
as of February 15, 195*+. 
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STANDARD POMi NO. «4 



Office Met 



TO i 



J ^J /' 



ta • UNITED ' -5 GOVERNMENT 



date: March 19,1954 



FROM » 



SUBJECT 



. SECURITY INDEX 



I *3 rj psl 



Duripgtke past-week, 100 nam cards were aaaea 
to the Security Index and 20 cards were cancelled, a 
net increase of 80 cards* 



The 



Security Index count a3 of today is 24,874. 



ACTION: 



No 



ne. This is for your information, 
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